Abstract
Jyl Hall Smith, Poverty Blindness: A Case Study of Christians Perceptions of Hunger in
Dayton, Ohio
Under the direction of Dr. Russel West
Designated a USDA “Hunger-Free Community” in 2000, Dayton, OH declined in
ranking to the second hungriest city for families with children in the United States in a
little over a decade. This investigation gauges how a representative sample of selfidentified Christians in Dayton perceive the rapid increase in poverty-related hunger. The
investigator collected phone surveys of 15,073 respondents, interviewed 23 Dayton
leaders, and conducted three focus groups. Data was tabulated using SPSS and Quirkos
data analysis software. An interdisciplinary theoretical framework is used to analyze
results. The study yielded three significant findings: first, Sampled Daytonian Christians
who perceive poverty as the result of individual shortcomings tend to use authoritarian
and ethnocentric language to explain their views; second, respondents who see poverty as
evidence of brokenness in the larger public systems tend to have first-hand knowledge or
experience of poverty; and third, both sides of the debate nevertheless believe that the
government should become involved in solving Dayton’s hunger problem, albeit in
different ways.
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Chapter 1: Introduction
“Which view of poverty we ultimately embrace will have a direct bearing on the public
policies we pursue.” -- Schiller1
“The poor is disliked even by his neighbor, but the rich has many friends.”
--Proverbs 14:20
Introduction
The facts about poverty in the United States are sobering: nearly a fifth of all
households experience hunger on a regular basis (14 percent);2 one in four children are at
risk of hunger every day;3 twenty million Americans live in extreme poverty; and fortyseven million individuals live beneath the poverty line.4 This poverty is occurring in the
wealthiest nation in history; income inequality is greater here than in any other
industrialized nation.5 Contrary to the widespread idea that most of those in poverty do

1
Bradley Schiller, Economics of Poverty and Discrimination (Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice
Hall, 1989) 4.
2

Alisha Coleman-Jensen, Matthew P. Rabbitt, Christian Gregory, and Anita Singh, Household
Food Security in the United States in 2014, (Washington, D.C.: United States Department of Agriculture,
Economic Research Service, September 2015) http://purl.fdlp.gov/ GPO/gpo17815. These statistics also
show that 20 percent of children in the United States are poor.
3

Coleman-Jensen, et al., Household Food Security in the United States in 2014.

4

Carmen DeNavas-Walt, and Bernadette D. Proctor, Income and Poverty in the United States:
2014. (Washington, DC: United States Census Bureau, Report P60-252, September 2015.)
https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2015/demo/p60-252.html. This means that a family of four
lives on a sum that is halfway between the poverty line and zero, i.e., ~$10,000 or less. This group
represents half of all of those in the United States who are living in poverty.
5

Arthur Jones and Daniel Weinberg, The Changing Shape of the Nations Income Distribution
(Washington, DC: United States Census Bureau, Current Population Reports, 2000)
http://purl.fdlp.gov/GPO/gpo17815; Will Hutton, “Log Cabin to the White House? Not Anymore,”
Guardian, April 28, 2002.
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not work,6 the reality is that most of the American poor are hard at work, and finding the
American dream elusive. 7
It would seem that the problem of poverty in the United States is partly connected
to the fact that a quarter of all jobs pay an amount below the federally-established poverty
line, which is $23,000 annually.8 Additionally, half of all jobs pay less than $35,100.9
The federally mandated minimum wage is $7.25 an hour, but if the minimum wage had
kept pace with productivity gains since 1968 it would be $18.67 an hour—more than the
amount needed to lift a family of four above the poverty line.10
It is implausible to envisage national indexes of poverty increasing or decreasing
in isolation from the actions of government.11 Examples of inefficient political responses
6

Carroll Doherty, Juliana Menasce Horowitz, and Michael Dimock, “Most See Inequality
Growing, but Partisans Differ over Solutions,” Pew Research Center, 2014, https://www.peoplepress.org/2014/01/23/most-see-inequality-growing-but-partisans-differ-over-solutions/.
7

Dottie Rosenbaum, “The Relationship Between SNAP and Work Among Low-Income
Households,” Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, January 30, 2013, https://www.cbpp.org/research/therelationship-between-snap-and-work-among-low-income-households.
8

United States Bureau of Labor Statistics, Economy at a Glance: Dayton, OH (Washington, DC:
United States Department of Labor, March 2016).
9

United States Bureau of Labor Statistics, Economy at a Glance.

10

United States Bureau of Labor Statistics, Consumer Price Index Calculator (Washington, DC:
United States Department of Labor, 2016); David Cooper and Doug Hall, “Raising the Federal Minimum
Wage to $10.10 Would Give Working Families, and the Overall Economy, a Much-Needed Boost,”
Economic Policy Institute, December 19, 2013, https://www.epi.org/publication/bp357-federal-minimumwage-increase/; AFL-CIO, “Minimum Wage,” March 13, 2018, http://www.aflcio.org/Issues/Jobs-andEconomy/Wages-and-Income/Minimum-Wage, accessed March 20, 2018.
11

The Oxford economist, Paul Collier, finds that bad governance is a central cause of poverty, and
notes that the poorest countries are those with little to no governance. He cites healthy checks and balances
as one remedy to this problem. Paul Collier, The Bottom Billion: Why the Poorest Countries are Failing
and What Can Be Done About It (Oxford; New York: Oxford University Press, 2007). Acemoglu and
Robinson confirm that a lack of checks and balances, and power that is concentrated into the hands of a
few, are central characteristics of failing states. Daron Acemoglu and James Robinson, Why Nations Fail:
The Origins of Power, Prosperity, and Poverty (New York: Crown Publishers, 2012). Additionally, if one
looks at the very poorest countries, such as the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Liberia, Zimbabwe,
Burundi, Eritrea, and Central African Republic, one finds either a complete lack of government or
extremely poor governance. United Nations Conference on Trade and Development, The Least Developed
Countries (New York; Geneva: United Nations, 2006).

2

might include the absence of a living wage, lack of protective securities, and lack of
development forethought by politicians in a position to promote the development of
infrastructure that will assist the most vulnerable. These problems raise questions about
whether the voting public views poverty as a public problem, or whether it is individual
problems that are perceived as the source of poverty.
Extensive research into the American sociopolitical mindset reveals that, in
general, Americans emphasize a strong work ethic and individual initiative, but tend to be
moderate in their opinions about the political economy, despite the polarization of the
loudest voices in the public forum.12 For example, Pew Research found that when one
looks at American political opinions across the spectrum of party identification, one sees
that the majority of Americans hold moderate beliefs.13
It remains puzzling that as the most wealthy nation in history, the U.S. still
maintains higher hunger rates than any other developed nation.14 It is especially puzzling
in light of the U.S. having one of the highest concentrations of Christians per country in

12

Kathleen Parker, “Poll Defines America’s Moderate Middle,” Newsmax, accessed April 10,
2014, http://www.newsmax.com/Parker/Poll-Moderate-Middle-centrist/2013/10/16/id/531341/. Carroll
Doherty, et al., “Most See Inequality Growing.”
13

Independents represent the largest voting block in the U.S. at 37 percent (33 percent are Dem
and 26 percent GOP). Additionally, Pew found that within the parties, 52 percent of democrats consider
themselves to be conservative or moderate and 50 percent of independents identify as conservative or
moderate. For example, on civic economic issues 73 percent strongly support increasing the minimum
wage. Pew Research Center, “Trends in Party Affiliation Among Demographic Groups,” U.S. Politics &
Policy, March 20, 2018, http://www.people-press.org/2018/03/20/1-trends-in-party-affiliation-amongdemographic-groups/. Carroll Doherty, et al., “Most See Inequality Growing, but Partisans Differ over
Solutions”.
14
The OECD finds that U.S. citizens struggle with hunger more than citizens of other wealthy
countries. In 2011 and 2012, 21 percent of U.S. citizens reported food insecurity, versus 8 percent of British
survey participants, 6 percent of Swedes, and 5 percent of Germans. The Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development, “Society at a Glance 2014: OECD Social Indicators” (Paris, France: 2018).

3

the world.15 Fighting injustice and caring for the poor are two of the strongest emphases
in the Bible, so the church’s response to local poverty in the United States is of particular
interest. Research shows that most Christians do care about poverty,16 but disagree on
how best to alleviate it.17 It has been found that the dominant ideology in mainstream
White Evangelical culture is that the government should not help the poor, and that care
for the poor is a private initiative.18
Studying the culture of Evangelicalism in the United States sheds considerable
light on the public policy process, and on American Christianity. A goal of this
dissertation is to understand if blindness to poverty is an obstacle to poverty relief, and
what the role of American Christians in poverty relief. The focus is delineated in the
theoretical framework, where I rely heavily on Martin Gilens, Daniel Hopkins and
Michael Emerson's work for models to follow.
Statement of the Problem
Dayton, Ohio was a hunger free community in the year 2000 and by 2015 it has
the second highest hunger rate of families with children.19 I am interested in
understanding how others perceive this problem. My research is guided by the following

15

Pew Research Center for the People and the Press, Global Christianity—A Report on the Size
and Distribution of the World’s Christian Population (Washington, DC: 2011). The word “Christian” in
this study most often refers to those who self-identify as Christian.
16

Mark Regnerus, Christian Smith and David Skink, “Who Gives to the Poor? The Influence of
Religious Tradition and Political Location on the Personal Generosity of Americans Toward the Poor,”
Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion 37, no. 3 (1998): 481-493.
17

Jens Manuel Krogstad and Kim Parker, Public is Sharply Divided in Views of Americans in
Poverty (Washington, DC: Pew Research Center for the People and the Press, 2014).
18

Amy Mccain, Liberals Versus Conservatives: How Politics Affects Charitable Giving (Houston,
TX: Rice University, 2012).
19

Food Research and Action Council, Food Hardship in America (Washington, DC: 2016).
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conceptual issues. Those who acknowledge the reality of hunger view it as a problem to
be resolved by either public or private initiative, and this choice is supported by certain
characteristics assigned to those with low incomes. In particular, I am interested in
exploring the ways the ideologies of individualism, ethnocentrism, and authoritarianism
play a part in how the public views poverty in a segregated town such as Dayton, with its
recent spiking poverty. I am also interested in how Christians understand poverty in light
of their faith.

Background to the Study
Hunger will be the index that will be used most often in this study as a clear and
measurable way of comprehending poverty. Hunger rates in Dayton, OH are a
measurable phenomenon of poverty when one looks at the extreme rate of growth from
“hunger free” to fourth hungriest in one decade. Poverty causes hunger.
To understand hunger in the United States in context, it is important to emphasize
two dynamics around which this hunger occurs: a massive unequal distribution of power,
and unprecedented economic inequality. Power is distributed unequally because working
class issues represent only four percent of Congress’ legislation in a given year.20 Further,
50 percent of Americans, who are in the bottom half of the population in terms of
economic status, have only five percent of the political power across five main
dimensions of democratic participation.21

20

Daniel Weeks, Democracy in Poverty: A View from Below (Boston, MA: Edmond J. Safra
Center for Ethics at Harvard University, 2015) Kindle Locations 1401-1403.
21

Lehman Schlozman, Kay, Sidney Verba, and Henry Brady, The Unheavenly Chorus Unequal
Political Voice and the Broken Promise of American Democracy
(Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 2012.) 160. The data is collected through a composite

5

Income inequality, or the gap between the rich and everyone else, has been
rapidly widening since the 1980s. In the 1970s, the top one percent of Americans earned
just over 10 percent of all United States income. Today, the top one percent earns more
than twenty percent of all United States income. Unfortunately, the bottom 50 percent
went from capturing over 20 percent of national income for much of the 1970s to earning
barely 12 percent today. Real incomes for the bottom 50 percent have barely changed in
four decades.22 This problem challenges the notion that when markets are left free of
legal entanglements, that people will prosper—the classic laissez-faire theory that became
the law of the land in the 1980’s. However, proponents of neoliberalism would say freemarkets are equal with the principle of liberty, because of the principle of mutually
beneficial exchange. In Capitalism and Freedom Milton Friedman says that because
economic and political freedom are the same, if the individual is not succeeding then the
government has too much control.23
A lack of political power and economic inequality are arguably measurable
phenomena that point to justice and development problems. However, many citizens—
Christian and non-Christian—may not view this problem as an issue of justice, but rather
see it as an issue of individual character. To examine the phenomenon of poverty versus
wealth in context, we look to the poignant example provided by Dayton, OH.

index of political power across income groups using the primary measures of individual participation:
citizenship, registration and voting, campaigning, and contributing to election campaigns.
22

Drew Desilver, “For Most U.S. Workers, Real Wages Have Barely Budged in Decades,” Pew
Research Forum for the People and the Press, 2018, https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2018/08/07/formost-us-workers-real-wages-have-barely-budged-for-decades/.
23

Milton Friedman, Capitalism and Freedom, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1962), 39.
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Dayton, Ohio
The issue of hunger in, Dayton, OH, sheds light on the problem of hunger and
inequality in the United States because of the dramatic economic example it provides. 24
Dayton, OH, is the case study for the research.
Dayton’s contemporary economic problems began in the early 1990s with the
rapid off-shoring of manufacturing jobs.25 Public officials became aware of increasing
poverty, and through a combination of public and private initiatives, Dayton made rapid
progress towards becoming a “Hunger Free Community,”26 despite financial difficulties.
After Congressional leadership changes and redistricting,27 Dayton rapidly declined,

24

Food security, low-income families, hunger and poverty will be spoken of interchangeably,
because hunger generally exists within the context of poverty.
25

Robert Handheld, “A Brief History of Outsourcing,” Supply Chain Resource Cooperative, June
2006, https://scm.ncsu.edu/scm-articles/article/a-brief-history-of-outsourcing.
26

In 1992 legislation was passed to define a “hunger-free community” by listing fourteen criteria
required for qualification. Dayton created a Hunger Policy Council which ensured that Dayton met all
fourteen criteria by the year 2000. Congressman Tony Hall, Chairman of Select Committee on Hunger
created the legislation for Hunger-Free communities and stated in the Congressional Record that it is
probably impossible to have a community where no member ever goes hungry, but that a hunger-free
community has the foundation for wide spread hunger alleviation through public-private partnerships.
United States Congress, House, Expressing the Sense of the Congress Regarding Communities Making the
Transition to ‘Hunger-Free’ Status, 102 Congress, 2nd Sess., Resolution 302, April 1, 1992. United States
Congress, House, Select Committee on Hunger, Hunger-free Communities: A Local Response to a National
Problem: Hearing before the Select Committee on Hunger House of Representatives, 102 Cong., 1st sess.,
April 2, 1992, Serial. 102-24, 48.
27

From the time Dayton’s Hunger Policy Council was created to form a hunger-free zone in 2000,
SNAP participation for Montgomery County declined by half. In the year 2000 Montgomery Counties
poverty rate for families with children was 8 percent. In the year 2002 Dayton’s Congressional support for
public/private partnership towards hunger-free communities ended when Congressman Hall retired and
Rep. Mike Turner was elected. By 2014 the poverty rate in Montgomery county was 25.4 percent. Ohio’s
poverty rates are lower than national averages in the year 2000, and the second highest in the nation for
families with children by the year 2015. United States Census Data for the year 2014, “Poverty Status in the
Past 12 Months of Families” Montgomery County Data Summary File, accessed September 20, 2018,
https://factfinder.census.gov/. And, United States Census Data for the year 2000, “Poverty Status in 1999 of
Families” Montgomery County Summary File, accessed June 1, 2016, https://factfinder.census.gov/.
United States Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service, SNAP Data System, Time Series
Data: 1999-2000, County Data Tab, accessed June 1, 2016, https://www.ers.usda.gov/dataproducts/supplemental-nutrition-assistance-program-snap-data-system/time-series-data; Dayton Business
Journal, “Ohio Congressional Districts among the most ‘Gerrymandered’,” August 2014.
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becoming the fourth hungriest city in the country.28 Dayton has become an
underdeveloped region with economic problems pointing to political gaps in
development.
Several organizations have done research on how to understand the startling
hunger rates in Dayton.29 Much research points to Dayton poverty being structural,
resulting from low wages; inadequate public transportation; inadequate nutrition and poor
health caused by a combination of poverty and food deserts; poorly-performing schools
in low-income neighborhoods; and a lack of affordable housing for those in the
geographical area with the highest concentration of hunger.30 However, others say that
the responsibility is on the individual to make themselves more employable by learning
new skill sets in keeping with the contemporary economy.31 My research does not look at
the cause of hunger in Dayton, however. I am more interested in how Christians perceive
hunger in Dayton, and whether they are aware of this problem. Awareness, and obstacles
to awareness, such as individualism, authoritarianism and ethnocentrism play a large role
in determining economic development policy.
28

Food Research and Action Council, Food Hardship 2008-2012: Geography and Household
Composition (Washington, DC: 2013).
29

The Montgomery County Family and Children First Council has collected data on hunger and
poverty in Dayton since 1998. Policy Matters Ohio has thorough data on hunger and related issues in
Dayton, and the Montgomery County Department of Health has excellent data on hunger in Dayton.
30
Dawn Ebron, Opportunity Mapping, Montgomery County Department of Health, 2015,
https://www.mcohio.org/departments/human_services_planning_and_development/MC_Opportunity_Map.
pdf; Public Health Dayton and Montgomery County, Community Health Assessment (Dayton, OH: 2014);
Matthew Martin, “Transit-Based Opportunity-Lessons from Dayton,” Poverty and Race 23, no. 2 (Mar,
2014): 11-12; Ohio Association of Community Action Agencies, The State of Poverty in Ohio: A Path to
Recovery (Dayton, OH: Community Research Partners, 2011).
31
For example the Buckeye Institute in Dayton believes that responsibility for employment rests
on the individual and that lowering taxes and no minimum wage will improve the economy, Greg R.
Lawson, “Give Locals Control on Prevailing Wage,” March 30, 2017,
https://www.buckeyeinstitute.org/blog/detail/give-locals-control-on-prevailing-wage.

8

The people of Dayton are primarily working class. There is still a large
manufacturing base that includes 2,400 production companies.32 Corporations, such as
General Motors, National Cash Register, and Mead Paper, previously had large
headquarters in this city. As labor was increasingly outsourced, as unions fell out of
political favor, and as the recession hit, Dayton lost jobs. Since 1999, median household
income in Ohio has dropped more than 16 percent, which is the second biggest change in
household income in the nation.33 Many manufacturing jobs in Dayton now pay more
than 50 percent less than what they used to pay.34 Inflation-adjusted median household
income decreased 24.2 percent in Dayton in particular, between 1999 and 2010-2014,
according to the Bureau of Labor’s census data.35

32

United States Bureau of Labor Statistics, Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages, Quarter
Two, United States Department of Labor, 2013, http://purl.fdlp.gov/GPO/gpo17815.
33

Bureau of Labor Statistics, Economy at a Glance: Dayton, OH (Washington, DC: United States
Department of Labor, March 2016), http://purl.fdlp.gov/GPO/gpo17815, accessed March 3, 2017.
34

From 1976 to 2006, the median wage for manufacturing workers was higher than for privatesector workers as a whole. While in the past, manufacturing workers earned a wage significantly higher
than the United States average, by 2013 the average factory worker made 7.7 percent below the median
wage for all occupations. Jobs in Dayton, OH, that used to pay nearly $28 an hour with General Motors,
now pay $12 an hour at the newly-repurposed GM plant: the Fuyao auto-glass plant. Catherine Ruckelshaus
and Sarah Leberstein, Manufacturing Low Pay: Declining Wages in the Jobs that Built America’s Middle
Class (New York: National Employment Law Project, November 2014); Abby Ferla, “Putting the New
GM-UAW Contract in Historical Context,” Remapping Debate, September 21, 2011,
http://www.remappingdebate.org/sites/default/files/Putting%20the%20new%20GMUAW%20contract%20in%20historical%20context_2.pdf; Lewis Wallace, “A Look Inside the Fuyao Glass
Factory—and Why Chinese Companies are Coming to the U.S.” Antioch, OH: National Public Radio WYSO, February 2015, https://www.wyso.org/post/look-inside-fuyao-glass-factory-and-why-chinesecompanies-are-coming-us.
35

Bureau of Labor Statistics, Economy at a Glance.
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Income inequality statistics keep pace with the ebb and flow of United States
manufacturing.36An increase in low-income families creates even more of a need for
government programs such as SNAP, TANF, and Medicaid.37
Dayton makes an excellent case study for working class issues in America for a
number of reasons. Dayton is classic Middle America and considered “average”38 in
terms of many measures.39 For many years Dayton was considered America’s test
market—if products or services were found to be successful in this American crosssection, they were found to be profitable in America at large.40 For example, for a brief
time pizza appeared on the McDonald’s menu in Dayton. When pizza did not perform
well in Ohio, the rest of the country did not see the McDonald’s pizza.41 Another example
of Dayton’s status as “average” is political, and is illustrated by the saying, “as goes
Ohio, so goes the nation.” In past years, the barometer of how Ohio voted predicted how
the nation would vote.42 Due to increases in poverty, Dayton may no longer be

36

Jan Berg-Andreassen, “The Rise of US Income Inequality and the Demise of the Manufacturing
Industries,” Industry Week, October 2, 2015.
37

Ken Jacobs, Ian Perry and Jennifer MacGillvary, “The High Public Cost of Low Wages,” UC
Berkeley Labor Center, April 2015, http://laborcenter.berkeley.edu/the-high-public-cost-of-low-wages/.
38

Referring to Dayton as average or cross-sectional is not stating that the city is statistically
representational of the U.S.
39

Andy Kiersz, “The most Average States in America,” Business Insider, April 2011.

40
Dayton was America’s test market, a distinction that declined in recent years and has now been
claimed by Dayton’s neighbor, Columbus, OH. Kiersz, “The most Average States in America”; Tracy
Kershaw-Staley, “Dayton Area Ranks 8th in Test Market Survey,” Dayton Business Journal, November
2004; Aimee Groth and Karlee Weinmann, “New Fast Food Products Get Tested First in Columbus, OH,”
Business Insider, November 2011. At one point Dayton was one of the most preferred test markets, now
Dayton’s neighbor, Columbus, has the distinction of being the preferred marketing choice.
41
Kevin McSpadden, “Here are the Two Places Left that You can Find that Taste of the 90’s,
McDonald’s Pizza,” Time, January 2015.
42

Jeannette Catsoulis, “So Goes the Nation,” New York Times, October 4, 2006; Mark Plotkin, “As
Ohio Goes, so Goes the Nation,” The Hill, August 2015
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considered an ideal test market, but it is still representational, because social phenomena
in Dayton can reflect what is happening to working class America at large.
While poverty has grown exponentially, this same city boasts zip codes for two of
the most prosperous suburbs in the nation, Springboro and Bellbrook, with average
incomes of $95,406 and $73,168 respectively.43 According to Census Bureau figures
analyzed by the Brookings Institution, in Dayton the highest five percent of income
earners earned 10.3 times more in 2014 than the lowest 20 percent.44 For this reason,
Dayton, OH, is an ideal case study of income inequality in working class America and the
problems of systemic failure.
The following map includes visual representations of concentrated areas of
poverty in the city of Dayton and the county it is situated in, Montgomery County. The
second map indicates where Dayton’s Montgomery county is located in Ohio.

43

Business Insider used Census Bureau and American Community Survey Data for incomes and
infrastructure, Great Schools school performance scores, and infrastructure, FBI safety and crime
measurements to make an soft determination of the most desirable U.S. suburbs. Dayton, OH, boast two of
these neighborhoods out of fifty-five, just minutes away from some of the worst poverty in the United
States. Melissa Stanger and Melia Robinson, “Best Suburbs in America,” Business Insider, October 24,
2014.
44

Randy Tucker, “Ohio has More Jobs but Wages Lag,” Dayton Daily News, March 10, 2016.
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Figure 1.1 Poverty in Montgomery County, Dayton, Ohio45

45

Dawn Ebron, Opportunity Mapping, 13.

12

Figure 1.2 Montgomery County, Dayton, Ohio

Poverty and its Perceived Causes in Dayton
Going from a thriving middle-class community, to high inequality and poverty,
Dayton has the unfortunate distinction of being statistically lowest now in the country in
more than one area. To see some of the manifestations of lowered development and
increased injustice, one need only look at the problems of segregation, rising addiction,
and infant mortality in Dayton.
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In addition to being the fourth hungriest city in the country, Dayton also has the
unfortunate distinction of being one of the most segregated cities. Unsurprisingly, racial
separation lines often delineate the poorest areas of Dayton: 70 percent of the African
American population lives in low and very low-income neighborhoods.46 The Urban
Institute found that Dayton ranks in the bottom fifth of most segregated cities in the
country.47 Segregation creates poverty because it proves to downgrade race relations,
leads to lowered home prices and decreased home ownership, and results in fewer
employment and educational opportunities.48
Along with this segregation, Dayton has the unhappy distinction of having the
number one highest infant mortality rate among African American mothers in the
nation.49 This demographic reflects an absolute lack of justice. The head of minority
health issues at the Montgomery County Department of Health (Dayton) informed me
that the cause of deaths of infants with Black mothers is different from that of deaths of
infants with White mothers. The death of White babies is most often due to issues like
drug, alcohol, or nicotine use while pregnant. However, babies born in African-American
households that are at risk of death in their first year of life are commonly of low birth-
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weight, although not because of substance abuse. Infant mortality for African-American
low birth rate babies is most commonly linked with chronic stress.50
Infant mortality rates are considered a bench-mark for the overall health of a
country. When there is a huge disparity in infant mortality between White and Black
homes, it is clearly both a justice and a development problem.
Another mortality distinctive for Dayton, OH, is that as poverty has increased,
heroin use—and heroin deaths—have also increased. In fact, some researchers believe
Dayton to now be an epicenter for the heroin trade in the United States.51
Increasing heroin use pairs with startling findings that death rates are going down
for all demographics in the country, with the exception of White middle-aged men.52
Perhaps these men have found that the American dream of their fathers is outside of their
reach? A study from the National Academy of Sciences found that this spiking death rate
directly correlates with drug use, alcoholism, suicide, and addiction-related health
problems rather than the more standard American mortality causes such as diabetes and
heart disease. It is a death knell of despair, likely coinciding with widening income
inequality. The same report shows that while the Caucasian death rate is rising, the
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African American death rate has barely declined—it is still outpacing that of Whites, and
deaths in this demographic are even more premature.
The coupling of poverty and drug use further compounds the negative attributes
others often assign to the poor. Yet data from initiatives such as drug testing requirements
for those applying for food stamps (SNAP) shows that the poor do not abuse drugs more
than the non-poor.53 There is little difference between rich and poor when it comes to
experimentation with addictive substances or behaviors, but there is a world of difference
between their ability to become free of the trap of addiction. Poor individuals cannot
afford the legal help related to problems associated with substance abuse; they cannot
afford treatment facilities; and often windows of opportunities are lost during the severalmonth wait for free treatment. The lack of public detoxification facilities in Dayton
reflects lack of development forethought by politicians and further contributes to overall
economic decline.54 The question all this data begs is this: who do Daytonians blame for
these problems?
Perhaps research can produce understanding about who blue collar workers blame
for the reality of working the same job as the generation before them, but making half as
much money. Is it more common for them to blame public figures, such as politicians, or
personal issues, such as perceived differences in ethnicities? I initially proposed these
dissertation questions before the primary and national Presidential elections of 2016.
Today, these questions seem more important than ever.
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Recipients,” Washington Post, August 21, 2013.
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The last demographic that is important to note with regard to Ohio, is that the
church attendance rate is 43 percent, which is considered a median percentage for the
United States.55 Regular church attendance is strongly associated with the likelihood of
voting.56 Churchgoers therefore have a large role in shaping local politics.
Context plays a critical role in shaping opinions, although there is a lack of
research for a context as specific as Dayton, OH. Nevertheless, it is clear that local
opinion shapes local policy—which eventually influences national policy.57
Perceptions of Poverty
Research into American’s social worldview shows that many United States
citizens believe that people are responsible for themselves and that upward mobility is a
possibility for all. They also believe in the fairness of economic inequality.58 It follows
from this worldview that the poor are to blame for their poverty. There are others who
take an egalitarian view of poverty.59 Individuals who value equality for all emphasize
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fighting discrimination and reducing barriers to equality of opportunity. These divergent
views are manifested in polarized contemporary politics. For example, data shows that a
foundational conservative belief connects liberty with not having to share one’s hardearned wealth with the less deserving.60
There is a significant amount of data available on poverty and perceptions about
poverty. The existing body of research provides invaluable insights into how the public
thinks about those who are poor. It is clear that the public in general is more sympathetic
towards the disabled, elderly, and children, than it is towards those it perceives to be the
non-working poor.61 What affords hope is that Christians of many stripes do care about
poverty, although they disagree about whether fighting poverty is a matter for public or
private initiative.62
Some research shows that individual versus collective perceptions of poverty are
influenced by race while other studies have found that proximity to individuals in poverty
has a greater influence on blindness to poverty than race.63 It has been found that when
people associate poverty with race, they are more likely to fault others for their situation.
Because of the social dynamic of attribution, local context can shape if and how
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Americans emphasize social justice. I expect as I decode responses I will find indicators
of heuristics in judgment pointing towards ethnocentrism.
Also increasingly significant in social research is the phenomenon of
authoritarianism, which has been found to intensify attitudes of ethnocentrism. Adherents
of authoritarianism believe strongly in following the rules of the dominant group or
authority and have a high aversion to change. The researchers who explored this social
phenomenon identify authoritarians as those who respond affirmatively to the following
statements: “Lax morals and wayward habits are ruining our country”; “Our country
desperately needs a mighty leader”; and, “We need a leader who will destroy the things
perceived as ruining our country.”64 Authoritarianism develops its following in response
to perceived social threats.
Theoretical Framework
The theoretical framework for this research is found in pertinent social research
studies and models established by social and political theorists. Importantly, theologians
also have much to offer in terms of analyzing poverty in the United States, the
contemporary western political economy, and the role of the church. Some of these
models and theories provide a framework for analyzing the results of this study.
As elaborated on in the literature review, I am using the following studies and
theories to provide a framework of eight markers from which to analyze the data: Daniel
Hopkins 2009, Martin Gilens 1999, Michael Emerson and Christian Smith 2000, Max
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The California F-Test is the original personality test to measure authoritarianism developed by
Theodor Adorno in 1947. Herbert C. Kelman, and Janet Barclay, “The F Scale as a Measure of Breadth of
Perspective,” The Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology 67, no. 6 (1963): 608–615.
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Weber 1958, Emile Durkheim 1912, George Lakoff 2002, Erica Bornstein 2005, Samuel
Huntington 1968, and Amartya Sen 1999.
Daniel Hopkins found that context and political affiliation are critical in shaping
public opinion.65 His study influences the direction of the research in Dayton. Hopkins’
work shows that many Americans view poverty as directly related to minorities. His
study shows that the stereotype of the poor as Black has influenced American politics
negatively towards support for social programs.66 Hopkins’ study of 2009 provides one
marker that the data may or may not support: does a partisan context shape the attribution
of blame for poverty: i.e., does political affiliation indicate levels of individualism?
Martin Gilens’ research is congruent with Hopkins study where he finds people
associate race with poverty; however Gilens also finds that people who associate race
with poverty will view all U.S. poverty as the result of personal shortcomings. Gilens’
study of 1998 provides the theoretical framework marker: does racial context predict
levels of individualism in attitudes towards poverty?
As religion is part of this discussion about the individual versus the collective,
Michael Emerson and Christian Smith’s study provides two further markers for proving
or disproving the association of individualism with perceptions of income inequality in
Dayton, OH. First, in their work they find that Evangelicalism is a predictor of
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individualism in particular. Second, when Evangelicals are asked about inequality and
race, one of the first responses is indignation, which is then followed by the suggestion
that the only solution to inequality is individual initiative.67
The insights of George Lakoff provide a marker for levels of authoritarianism in
blindness to poverty. In Lakoff’s observations, familial language stressing the importance
of individuals following right behavior correlates with paternal authoritarianism. For this
research I use his markers of authoritarianism and relate these findings with
individualism and ethnocentrism in relation to blindness to poverty.
If the previous three social studies’ findings are in step with the research of this
dissertation, then the following social theories will be used further in analyzing the
results. If specific demographics manifest a paternalistic authoritarian, individualistic
response to the problem of income inequality in Dayton, OH, then it can be concluded
that within these demographics an individualistic ideology perpetuates blindness to
structural injustice. In the event that paternalistic individualism is associated with faith,
Emile Durkheim and Max Weber’s work will be particularly helpful. Weber has found
that religion is a key tool in analyzing society. Both Weber and Durkheim emphasize that
individuals can subscribe to a theodicy that maintains their own social environment by
giving binary answers to issues of poverty and wealth. There is a simple solution to the
pain of poverty in this view: the individual is at fault. The basic social function of such a
theodicy is to legitimate the social order as divinely sanctioned (e.g., the successful
individual is rewarded for his or her hard work and faith). When religion alienates people
by breaking down the dialectic between people and society, it creates an us/them
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mentality. The marker that follows draws from both authors work on theodicy where
cultural hegemony creates consensus for those who may or may not be part of the
theodicy. Therefore, individuals will hold views or political positions in step with a
theodicy, but that are not in their favor economically.
From among the social theorists, anthropologist Erica Bornstein’s ethnography
provides a key finding that helps in understanding the Christian attitude of paternalistic
individualism. In her study of charitable organizations, Bornstein observed a high level of
blindness to political aspects of development, a blindness that was perpetuated by
theology. In effect, Christians enable the state to continue unjust political practices by
saying that economic inequality is an issue best solved privately.
If it is found that perceptions of poverty tend to relate to attitudes about individual
initiative, ethnocentrism, and paternal authoritarianism by a large constituency in Dayton,
OH, then this research will further unpack the seminal literature of the aforementioned
theorists and researchers. Further, these findings will be in step with the conclusions of
the final two theorists, who are experts in development. First is Samuel Huntington, who
argues that underdevelopment points to political gaps. Second, the research findings will
be in agreement with a main point in Amartya Sen’s theory of “unfreedoms.”
Amartya Sen believes that if a majority is not imprisoned or enslaved in the
technical sense, but is imprisoned by poverty, tyranny, and cultural domination, they are
not experiencing freedom. For example, while there may be freedom of speech for Black
Americans in theory, but not in practice, because of cultural factors, this population is
experiencing political “unfreedom,” and hence also under-development. As previously
mentioned, Dayton is number one in the nation for infant mortality for African American
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women. Studies suggest that health indicators such as infant mortality have a stronger and
more significant association with democracy than Gross Domestic Product per capita,
size of the public sector, or even income inequality.68 Infant mortality and hunger in
Dayton may point to underdevelopment, political gaps, and lack of freedom. However,
policies only change in accordance with voters’ priorities. The question these issues
continue to raise is how do voters—particularly Christians—attribute these problems?
Theoretical Framework Summary
1.

Political affiliation indicates level of individualism (Hopkins).

2.

Racial attribution increases individualism (Hopkins and Gilens).

3.

White Evangelicalism is correlated with individualism (Emerson and Smith).

4.

Evangelical belief in individualism is a barrier to seeing one’s ethnocentrism
(Emerson and Smith).

5.

Familial language authoritarianism marker is used to examine correlation between
individualism and ethnocentrism (Lakoff).

6.

A theodicy of fortune creates blindness to poverty (Weber and Durkheim).

7.

Evangelicals perpetuate injustice by claiming poverty a private matter (Bornstein).

8.

The hegemony of belief creates under-development and “unfreedom”
(Huntington, Sen).
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Research Question
By surveying the general public in Dayton, I seek to gain an indication of popular
opinion about spiking poverty and income inequality. I then compare and contrast these
perceptions around the research questions in order to understand how these belief systems
relate to each other. I will also examine the assumptions behind collected representative
views in conversation with the theoretical framework connecting poverty, religion, and
social belief.
I will use the data results from surveys, interviews and focus groups to confirm or
disconfirm the following three assumptions about poverty blindness:
Table 1.1 Table of Conceptual Framework and Research Questions
Conceptual Framework

Research Question

Individualism, ethnocentrism, and authoritarianism

1.

Is the majority demographic that

will play a part in how the public views dramatic

subscribes to philosophies of

changes in poverty in a segregated town such as

individualism and authoritarianism

Dayton (Hopkins, Gilens, Lakoff, and Durkheim).

White?

Those who acknowledge the reality of hunger will

2.

Will those who blame income inequality

view it as a matter to be resolved by public or

on lack of individual initiative assume

private initiative. This view will be supported by

that the majority of those with the lowest

certain attributes that are assigned to those with

incomes are African American?

low incomes (Hopkins, Gilens, and Huntington).
Christians’ understanding of poverty will be

3.

Due to the hegemony of individualism

influenced either positively or negatively by their

and authoritarianism, do Christians suffer

faith (Emerson and Smith, Bornstein, Sen).

political blindness concerning injustice
and poverty?

The survey has been designed in a way that allows for the research assumptions to
be proved wrong. If the research assumptions are correct and are in agreement with the
24

theoretical framework, it will be verified that sociopolitical blindness to social injustices
allows working-class poverty in Dayton to continue and worsen. Because the
representative sample comes from the specific context of a recent bellwether city, the
results may be understood as emblematic for the United States.
If it can be shown how the average American relates, or does not relate, to
increases in poverty in a specific context, it sheds some light on why there is no political
will to change matters. I will gain understanding of Dayton’s spiking poverty by
exploring perceptions of increasing poverty and income inequality via questionnaires and
focus groups among a representative sampling of Dayton, Ohio’s Montgomery County.
Significance of Research
There are three foundational reasons this research will be significant. First, public
opinion is measured in such a broad way that analysis involving multiple variables often
does not lend itself to explaining context-specific social phenomena. Second, well-crafted
research is important, because it is clear that public perceptions of poverty manifest
themselves in legislation. Lastly, if the assumption that most people do not know that
poverty is created and continued by political injustice is proven correct, I hope that
publishing this data will be one of the many steps needed to change harmful ideologies. If
harmful ideologies are located in the White Evangelical community in particular, then it
is especially important to ensure there is careful discipleship at the church and seminary
levels.
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Delimitations
I am limiting this study to Dayton, OH, where I collect data from a representative
sample, make use of telephone questionnaire surveys, and conduct focus groups.
Research subjects in both groups will categorize themselves with regard to ethnicity,
economic status, educational attainment, gender, religious commitment and current
employment status. This nominal data will provide variables that will allow me to
analyze perceptions in relation to the research questions.
I am further limiting the study to primarily focus on Black and White relations,
though I will make note of all significant findings between White (ethnic majority) and
all other ethnic minorities. Historically, Black and White relations in Dayton, Ohio have
been segregated and tense.69
Lastly, I am primarily focusing on Black/White relations because of the
precedence in previous modeling strategies. I am particularly interested in using this
methodological validation to be step with Daniel Hopkins and Martin Gilens research,
which I expand on in the following chapter. This choice in no way diminishes the
importance of race relations with other ethnic minorities in the U.S. and will shed light on
many forms of racial tension.
Definition of Terms
The following terms are being defined in order to clarify their operational usage in
this dissertation and to ensure a common understanding.
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Authoritarianism: This dissertation will focus on authoritarian followers and
authoritarian principles. Authoritarian followers value moralistic and conventional
values, show aggression towards out-groups when leaders sanction that aggression, and
lean heavily towards strong leadership.70
Christian: In order to avoid attribution errors and stereotyping, this term is
included as a technical reference to identify to those who self-identify as Christians in my
sample protocol and/or literature review studies.
Egalitarianism: Egalitarianism is the belief that all people should be treated
equally in society and under the law. This dissertation is concerned with the following
forms of egalitarianism: moral—where all individuals are equally entitled to justice and
have equal fundamental worth; legal—where each individual is subject to the same laws,
and no one class of individual has special privileges; political—all individuals have equal
power and influence in a given society; gender—social and familial power is shared
equally between men and women; racial—the absence of racial discrimination or
segregation; and, Christian egalitarianism—that all people are equal before God in both
church and family. The term egalitarianism in this dissertation does not refer to material
egalitarianism as far as it is associated with communistic economic redistribution.71
Ethnocentrism: Ethnocentrism is a form of racism that evaluates other cultures
based on the standards of one’s own. Chaim Herzog et al. speak of a tendency to glorify
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27

in-groups and vilify out-groups.72 The terms ethnocentrism, prejudice, and racism will be
used interchangeably throughout this research.73
Food insecurity: Food insecurity is limited or uncertain access to adequate food. It
is experienced either as anxiety over lack of access of food due to financial constraints, or
as actual reduced food intake due to a lack of money or living in a food desert.74
Food desert: A region where it is difficult to find affordable, fresh or nutritious
food within a reasonable distance from home.75
Hunger: Hunger denotes food access problems related to availability of food or a
lack of money to buy food. In the United States, hunger often does not mean starvation,
but the one in five children who may experience hunger regularly often miss meals,
experience disrupted eating patterns, or have reduced food intake.76
Income Inequality: This term refers to unequal distribution of income among
working households in an economy. Income inequality is referred to as the percentage of
income held by a percentage of a population.77
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Individualism: In this dissertation, individualism relates to the idea of the
archetypal “self-made man,” rather than the economic ideal of liberal individualism.
Liberal individualism includes group solidarity towards collective goals: the historical
“social contract.” In contrast, bootstrap, or egocentric individualistic values mean that
the individual bears sole responsibility for his or her success. In this view the individual
is considerably more significant than the whole. Egocentric individualism is often
correlated with anti-structuralist attitudes.78 Egocentric individualism and bootstrap
individualism are the primary understandings of “individualism” employed in this study.
Justice: Justice in this document refers to human rights, which is a worth
bestowed equally and universally by God. The concept of human rights comes from the
idea of the inherent rights of humanity in the Judeo-Christian tradition, where the human
being is made in the image of God.79 Justice is rooted in the right of others to be free of
obstacles to flourishing,80 and requires normative social functioning.81 Biblical justice
based on the First and Second Commandments means that the wellbeing of others is as
much a priority as our own.
Organization of the Study
The remainder of this dissertation is organized into five chapters, a bibliography
and two appendixes in the following format. Chapter 2 details a review of the literature

78

Raymie Stata, “What is Individualism?” Speech at MIT, Cambridge, MA, January 1992,
https://seemart.wordpress.com/2008/06/02/what-is-individualism.
79

Nicholas Wolterstorff, Justice: Rights and Wrongs (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,
2008), 342-361. Ramachandra writes that human rights originates from the Judeo-Christian theological
traditions, with special emphasis on social and legal responsibility to the poor. Ramachandra, 105-106.
80

Sen, 1999, 144.

81

Wolterstorff, 2008, 12.

29

dealing with poverty and perceptions of poverty in the United States. Chapter 3 presents
the research design and methodology of the study. The instruments and procedures used
to gather the data and purpose of the samples selected for study are described. The data is
analyzed and findings are discussed in Chapter 4. Chapter 5 concludes the study with a
summary and recommendations.
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Chapter 2: Literature Review
This chapter is a review of the extensive body of research that addresses the topic
of poverty and related perceptions thereof. My conversation partners are biblical
theologians, missiologists, sociologists and political theorists. The chapter provides the
context for the theoretical framework; it is the basis from which I analyze the quantitative
and qualitative research findings in chapters three and four. This framework and data are
used to determine how people perceive the rapid rise in poverty in working class
America. I review data on poverty, blindness to poverty, and the social designations of
individualism, ethnocentrism, and authoritarianism in order to create the theoretical
markers. Throughout this chapter I point to the historical processes that have led to the
present situation and touch on the missiological implications and points of unity for the
church and society going forward.
Poverty in Scripture
Poverty, and the requirement for justice for the poor, are among the most
emphasized themes of Scripture.1 James intimates that if we do not care for the weak and
vulnerable, we are most likely not Christians at all (Jas 2:17). God’s concern about
poverty is fundamental to any survey of Scripture and therefore also to the Misseo
Dei.2

1

Howard Dayton, CEO of Compass Finances indexed scriptures related to poverty at 2350,
https://encour.nl/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/2350-verses-on-money.pdf, accessed August 20, 2017.
2

Though the issue of poverty in Scripture is fundamental, quite often it is not assumed.
Longenecker and Liebengood note in their book that their teaching colleagues felt that poverty and wealth
in early Christianity was not of foundational concern to New Testament studies: “This response buys
heavily into the assumption that issues of poverty and wealth have little to do with the primary theological
interests evident across the spread of the earliest Christian texts—i.e. theology proper Christology,
pneumatology, soteriology, ecclesiology, ethics, and the like.” Stephen Barton, "Money Matters," in Bruce
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The faith tradition of Christianity, with its fulfillment in Christ, has its origins in
spiritual and material poverty, and with those who are the most marginalized of society—
even an unmarried Nazarene woman3. God has made clear through these roots of our
faith that care for the poor is to be a priority. The biblical narrative is clear about God’s
solidarity with the marginalized, and his use of the humbled to be what Vinoth
Ramachandra calls: “vehicles of his redemptive love to the rest of his creation.”4
In the Old Testament God’s structural solutions to poverty are easily discerned in
institutional solutions provided in the OT, such as the year of Jubilee or laws on
gleaning. There are hundreds of verses about the national mandate of mercy towards the
poor in passages about redemption, covenant, and corporate solutions. It is clear that for
Israel citizenship comes with responsibilities of justice and mercy for the poor and the
stranger.
The biblical story of redemption hinges in large part upon the Exodus story,
which is also where God demonstrates the importance of his followers’ redemptive
involvement in the political process. Christopher Wright points out that pressing
problems of human concern are of great importance to God in the Old Testament,
including “political arrogance and abuse, economic exploitation, judicial corruption, the

W. Longenecker and Kelly D. Liebengood, Engaging Economics: New Testament Scenarios and Early
Christian Reception, 37-59 (Grand Rapids, MI: William B. Eerdmans, 2009).
3

Ron Sider suggests that God demonstrates the importance of poverty by selecting poor slaves for
his chosen people, by composing his early church of mostly poor members, and by taking on human form
in the midst of a poor family. Ronald J. Sider, Rich Christians in an Age of Hunger: Moving from Affluence
to Generosity (Nashville, TN: Thomas Nelson, 2005), 54.
4

Vinoth Ramachandra, Subverting Global Myths: Theology and the Public Issues Shaping our
World (Downers Grove, IL: IVP Academic, 2008), 207.

32

suffering of the poor and oppressed, the evils of brutality and bloodshed.”5 It does not
make sense that God would have become uninterested in these matters by the time of the
New Testament.
At first glance it may seem as if the new covenant treatment of poverty differs,
and that there are no longer structural solutions to poverty in the NT. This reading fails to
take into account the political context in which Jesus’ message is delivered, and what that
contextual translation might look like if applied in a Western democracy. The NT is a reiteration of what really counts. Bruce Longenecker and Kelly Liebengood note that it is
as important as ever for Christians to understand the implications of Jesus’ teaching on
economics, because these are matters of life and death.6 In both the NT and the OT, the
required way of life with God and neighbor is shown more in relation to economics than
any other issue.7
A common interpretation of Jesus’ views on money and spirituality is that
somehow people’s views on “the economy” are personal and that religion can then be
divorced from public life. This results in a modernist dualism, where money is considered
a morally neutral matter of facts and figures, while the more spiritual matters belong to
the sphere of religion.8 In The Forest in the Seed, Scott Allen and Darrow Miller call the
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phenomenon of Christians separating the sacred from the secular in public
life “Evangelical Gnosticism.”9
It is likely that, for Evangelicals, part of the bifurcation of personal wealth and
economic structures stems from a lack of understanding of the inherent political
connections between the two. However, missiologists such as David Bosch, write that the
manifestation of God’s reign in Jesus’ incarnation was clearly political. Jesus both states
and demonstrates that the focus of his ministry is the lepers, tax-collectors, sinners and
the poor. These are the children of God’s kingdom. He grieves for the most vulnerable of
society and wants them to know they are not forsaken and that he is not for the
exploitation of others.10 For Jews living in the time of Christ, the unjust political reality
of the world was not the Kingdom of God so desperately longed for. Wright points out
that if one had said to a contemporary of Jesus, “Jesus doesn’t get involved in politics,
does he?” the response would have been a stare of incomprehension. “The question itself
presupposes a radical disjunction of a supposed world of spiritual reality from the
empirical world of political reality. That dichotomy is the product of the Enlightenment
and not part of the worldview of the Bible.”11
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The polis is underpinned by an economic structure and is often tied to our most
sacralized philosophies of sociopolitical life. Once again, the argument that Jesus was not
speaking about structures, i.e., he was not political, fails if he is to be seen as Messiah of
all. In the NT Jesus speaks to the political system, particularly the elites, and of the
created economic systems. A poignant example of Jesus speaking about both economic
greed and political structures can be found in the woes to the Pharisees and lawyers of
Luke 11.12
Now then, you Pharisees clean the outside of the cup and dish, but inside you are
full of greed and wickedness. You foolish people! Did not the one who made the
outside make the inside also? But now as for what is inside you—be generous to
the poor, and everything will be clean for you. (11:39)
Woe to you Pharisees, because you give God a tenth of your mint, rue and all
other kinds of garden herbs, but you neglect justice and the love of God. You
should have practiced the latter without leaving the former undone…(11:42)
Jesus replied, “And you experts in the law, woe to you, because you load people
down with burdens they can hardly carry, and you yourselves will not lift one
finger to help them…(11:46)
Woe to you experts in the law, because you have taken away the key to
knowledge. You yourselves have not entered, and you have hindered those who
were entering. (Lk 11:52)
In these verses Jesus addresses the Pharisees and experts in the law because of
their position of privilege, spiritual and political. He remarks that they are careful to give
ten percent of all their possessions, but neglect the justice that this giving is supposed to
enjoin. They flaunt their religious showmanship over those in more desperate economic
conditions, implying that those others would be as blessed as the Pharisees if they were
holy enough.
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The Greco-Roman sociopolitical context that Jesus is speaking to about wealth is
very different from the contemporary American scene, but there are similarities. In the
Ancient Near Eastern Old Testament era the Israelites had resources, particularly because
they owned land. In the New Testament, the Israelites were under an empire and in a far
less powerful and more impoverished position. The only people with political power in
this scenario, other than Herod, would have been the religious ruling class, according to
Roman law. Jesus is speaking most forcefully about stewardship of power and financial
resources when he addresses the political privilege of the Pharisees.13 Blomberg notes
that the priestly class would have included Roman religious workers, such as vestal
virgins and temple priests, as well as Pharisees. This social class was in a tax bracket that
represented a very small percentage of the upper class, second only to the aristocracy and
bureaucrats.14 Jesus is telling the Pharisees that it is not just their religious actions, but
how they steward their economic and political power that is at issue.15
An OT interpretation of economic prosperity as blessing requires an
accompanying NT obligation to be generous to the poor. Evangelical Christians are
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included in such an obligation, if one considers that, as a group, U.S. Evangelicals have at
their disposal great wealth and power in the face of great inequality.16 The NT
requirement does not only concern how generous Christians are personally, but how they
should leverage our citizenship publicly on behalf of the poor. Karl Barth notes that
“when we convert and are renewed in the totality of our being, in and with a private
responsibility we also accept a public responsibility.”17
Some Christians have embraced forms of individualism connected to economic
separatism and libertarianism, making the cultural claim that this is God’s preference.18
Claiming economic separatism allows a person to be unaware of realities of the economic
system in which they participate. The danger of being unaware of unearned social,
economic, and political advantages leaves that person in the position of the Pharisee in
Luke 11, i.e., enjoying the benefits of privilege and expecting those without
opportunities in the same socioeconomic system to prosper equally.
It is as if the way one handles poverty and justice issues is a hermeneutical lens
into the nation’s collective spiritual health. Pearl Buck fittingly writes, “the test of a
civilization is the way that it cares for its helpless members.”19
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The next section reviews how missiologists and theologians view the treatment
of poverty, justice and public faith in Scripture.
Ethicists, Missiologists, and Theologians on Poverty
The Ethics of Poverty
Stephen Mott writes in Biblical Ethics and Social Change that the Bible is
primarily about social justice.20 Mott reminds his readers that love’s requirement is to
seek the good of the other. It is particularly important that those who are advantaged
economically bring the disadvantaged to a point where they have the capacity to
participate in the full life of the community.
Similarly, Howard Yoder notes that the use of political authority to achieve
justice should complement the witness of the church as a counter-community. In The
Politics of Jesus he examines how contemporary Christians believe that Jesus was
interested primarily in their inner lives, rather than their public life. When following this
view, the unfortunate corollary is the assumption that ethics needs to come from
somewhere other than Jesus. Theology (“what we believe”) can relate a little to ethics
(“what we do”), but not too much, writes Yoder. If the obviously ethical sayings of Jesus
about the poor are to be turned into an ethic of survival of the fittest (social Darwinism),
is there such a thing as a Christian ethic at all?21 Yoder finds that arguments against a
Christian public ethic seem to assume that the “rustic ‘face-to-face model of social
relations is the only one He cared about.’” To ignore the political side of Jesus assumes
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that he had “no intention to speak substantially to the problems of complex organization,
of institutions and offices, cliques and power and crowds.” 22 Significantly, Yoder writes
that God creates societal structures such as government and without them society is not
possible.23
Vinoth Ramachandra claims that the public square is exactly where the voices of
Christians should be heard.24 In Subverting Global Myths, he notes that Christians are
supposed to be publicly relevant—particularly in how they care and advocate for those
with the least power. Ramachandra continues that in an individualistic Christianity banal
self-gratification is at play, whereas in fact the church should be the Good News in both
word and deed, especially when human dignity is threatened.
The only way that political injustice can continue is either through bad theology,
as in bootstrap individualism, ethnocentrism, authoritarianism and/or in the political
blindness of the constituency. As scores of people go hungry in Dayton, there may be
myths blocking politically-conservative churchgoers, and many others, from
understanding the true causes of hunger and subsequently knowing how to correct
injustice. Both Ramachandra and sociologist Peter Berger write about the way myths
create worldviews that give us meaning at the expense of truth.25 Ramachandra points to
the mythical narrative of scarcity surrounding the modern market system, where the
necessary assumption of greed leads many to a state of consumption, competition, and
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desire for acquisition. He remarks how this myth is in conflict with other cultural
narratives, such as the inherent dignity of human beings.26
Miroslav Volf adds that Christianity without public activity is defective and
inoperative. Like Mott, he considers a faith without public relevance sinful. In Public
Faith he writes that when we isolate our faith from politics and economics, we are simply
using religion to anaesthetize ourselves, fulfilling Marx’s vision of religion as an opiate
of the masses. When faith is used wrongly it functions as a personal “mystical religion,”
rather than one with prophetic critical power for love of neighbor.27 Volf reminds readers
that their public faith should be deeper and no less evident in the public forum.
In Rich Christians in an Age of Poverty Sider says that whatever their rhetoric,
rich Christians who neglect the poor are not the people of God.28 Sider emphasizes justice
over charity, using the example of the churchgoer who makes Christmas baskets as
donations as an example of occasional charity. The problem is that such acts do not go far
enough to satisfy God’s will of justice for the poor, because they do not address the
economic structures that prevent others from earning a sufficient living to feed their
families. He writes, “God wants every person and family to have equality of economic
opportunity, at least to the point of having access to the resources necessary (land,
money, education), so that by working responsibly they can earn a decent living and
participate as dignified members of their community.”29
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The dramatic spike of hunger and poverty in Dayton, Ohio, should signal that not
every person has equality of economic opportunity, particularly when it is noted that the
majority of those going hungry are working. This inequality indicates failing government
as a central cause of poverty,30 the church not living up to its mission,31 and a lack of
political will to change things. If Christians operate out of a cultural worldview that
resists seeing poverty as anything but an individual problem, personal responsibility
becomes the only solution. Russell West discusses this “personal responsibility”
paradigm as follows:
[T]he problem and solution of race, gender and class inequality is explained by
individual culpability and responsibility (not collectives or systems), prosecutable
failures in specific relationships at specific times and places (not historical causes
and effects, social norms of privilege or unequal opportunities). If a person has
not specifically committed an act against another individual, racism, gender
discrimination or class inequality in policy and procedure is incredulous.32
While private efforts against poverty are perhaps well-intentioned, they do not
create the change necessary to rectify economic inequality. Sider writes that the Bible
clearly makes the case for structural justice, rather than mere charity.33 Longenecker
makes this biting observation:
Charity is the strategy of the pseudo-satanic, it might be said, because it leaves the
benefactor feeling justified while the fundamental problem goes unaddressed.
Charity cannot plumb the depths of economic injustice, but it can all too easily
30
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distract us from the urgent task of implementing essential solutions. Only the
reconfiguration of economic structures has any real hope of introducing equity
into economic social relations.34
Even so, charity is necessary to fill the gaps left by shortfalls in wages and to
solve the problem of hunger. Christians are biblically enjoined to live lives of generosity
and until policies change it is unacceptable that children go hungry in a Christian nation.
Christians often believe that charity is the only solution to poverty, yet they continue to
cosign the policies and practices that create that poverty. If charity is not carried out with
the knowledge that such action is a correction of injustice, it runs the risks of blind
paternalism.
Economic justice is a biblical value, but importantly, legally-mandated economic
justice is the only practical way of securing economic stability for the masses. When the
voting majority of Christians insist that care for the poor is a private matter, they enable
the state to continue unjust economic practices, such as wages that do not sustain
families, unfair tax breaks to the rich, disproportionate tax burdens on the middle class, a
deregulated banking and finance sector that is allowed to speculate with the public’s
money, and inadequate protective securities. Poverty is a complex of personal and social
evils, and the only real way create lasting change for the poor is structurally, through
political justice.
Poverty and Missiology
Religious convictions about poverty have huge missiological implications,
because a form of political missiology is an essential community response to poverty.
Robert Woodbury’s seminal paper, “Missionary Roots of Liberal Democracy,” makes a
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powerful link between Christian activism and political justice. He looks at the
connections between Protestant missions and democracy, and finds empirically verifiable
links. While he agrees with Weber and Durkheim that Western modernity has been
shaped sometimes negatively by religious factors, there are also positive contributions
that Christianity has made to the spread of democracy. In particular, conversionary
Protestants were instrumental in the spread of religious liberty, mass education, mass
printing, newspapers, voluntary organizations, political reforms and the codification of
legal protections for non-whites in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.35
Dana Robert writes that although missionaries generally tried to avoid
confrontational political involvement by following local norms and mores within a
reigning political system, they were also more often ameliorating the brutal aspects of
colonialism than participating in the exploitation of indigenous people.36 For example, in
China in the 1880s the Chinese would often approach missionaries for help as judicial
advocates.37
Unfortunately, post-fundamentalist movements in 1920s Western Christianity
took several steps back from achieving the sort of orthodox monism that does not
separate the sacred from the secular, or the societal from the individual. As
fundamentalism was increasing, the second World Mission Conference (WCC) in
Jerusalem in 1928 dealt in part with the question of Christian social and political
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involvement, but unfortunately concluded ambiguously. Perhaps if this false separation
had been more strongly confronted at the time it would not still be up for debate today. In
1930, a commentator who could have been remarking on critical issues in missions in
2018, stated: “We increasingly find ourselves in a truly apocalyptic situation where the
rich get richer and the poor poorer, and where violence and oppression from both the
right and the left are escalating. The church-in-mission cannot possibly close its eyes to
these realities, since ‘the pattern of the church in the chaos of our time is political through
and through.’”38
Papers from a contemporary global mission and evangelism conference show
that Western Christians are still stuck in the broken public theology of the 1920s, leaving
a gap in the seminal missiological literature that remains to this day. Claus Schwambach
wrote “On Political Ethics as the Basis of a Global Evangelical Consensus” for the World
Evangelical Alliance (WEA) in 2008, in which he stated, “the question of how the
Christian faith affects the political involvement of Christians worldwide constitutes one
of the most urgent topics we must discuss within the scope of the WEA.”39
Theological Views: The Rise of Fundamentalism
Christians make up the largest demographic in the United States (at 75
percent).40 Within that group, Evangelicals, or those who designate themselves as “born
again,” are a quarter of the Christians in the U.S. However, it is important to note that
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within the group of Christians that constitute three-quarters of America, all would say
they believe in the afterlife and the existence of God. Nominally or not, Christians are the
largest voting block within the United States. They have also been found to be the most
active group politically.41 Historically, American Christians have been a community of
civically engaged people. Benevolence is seen as a strong value, both through personal
giving (75 percent of those who attend church give, and 60 percent give to charity) and
through volunteerism.42
Though Protestant mores have had a long history in helping to shape Western
culture, a specific brand of contemporary Christian politics started with the
fundamentalist movement in the early 1900s.43 In 1920, the shaping of fundamentalist
politics began with the famous Scopes Trial controversy.44 Presidential nominee William
Jennings Bryan made the anti-evolution cause a prominent issue by pushing to ban
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teaching on evolution. This issue gave an initial political impetus to the fundamentalist
movement. Fundamentalists were ridiculed at the time for their position on creationism
and some believe that this was a point at which Christians began to retreat from public
society.45 Christians then created more Christians schools, universities, publishing houses
and magazines as part of a separatist culture, where for the last one hundred years, a
newborn can live their entire life away from the perceived dangers of “secular
humanism.”
From the 1900s through to 1930, many U.S. Christians made a dramatic shift in
emphasis away from a focus on poverty and injustice. George Marsden writes of a “great
reversal,” that was not only due to a fundamentalist retreat from the public, to the views
of the premillennialists, or to reaction against theological liberalism. It was also in large
part a reaction against Walter Rauschenbusch, social gospel writer of the 1900s, who
argued we cannot know which affirmation of faith is most valid until it is demonstrated.46
Conservative fundamentalists believed that truth could be known without being proven,
and were worried that Rauschenbush’s social concerns undercut the message of eternal
salvation through the atoning work of Christ.47 The “Social Gospel” was considered
opposed to pure Evangelicalism, and is still considered so today.48 In the modern
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fundamentalist movement, being a Christian came to mean making an intellectual
decision with philosophical implications. However, Lesslie Newbigin points out that the
New Testament shows little interest in the psychology of conversion. The emphasis is on
action rather than on personal experience.49
In 1942, and in response to the historic fundamentalist-modernist split, a
coalition of churches and denominations formed the National Association of Evangelicals
(NAE).50 This coalition represented a step towards more public faith and away from
fundamentalism. Harold Ockenga, the President and founder of the NAE, made a point of
differentiating the Association from the fundamentalists by encouraging use of the term
“Evangelical” for NAE members. While the word Evangelical was used occasionally
post-Reformation, it was at the beginning of the NAE that the term began to be more
popularly used to describe the “unvoiced multitudes” of Christians in the U.S.51 While
the NAE is often robust in its understanding of poverty in relation to structures today,
they have remained a conservative arm of U.S. Christianity.52 For example, the NAE
were supporters of the historic Bob Jones V. United States case that marked the advent of
the religious right.53 Scholars still remain split on whether “Evangelical” and
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“fundamentalist” are synonymous.54 There is considerable cultural overlap, so the use of
these two terms in this document will reflect the ambiguity found in public
representations.
One political issue that did galvanize fundamentalists post-1940 was the 1948
establishment of the state of Israel, which was considered a fulfillment of biblical
prophecy. At this time American Zionism became the main focus of fundamentalist
foreign policy. To this day, Israel receives more foreign aid than any other country by a
huge margin as a result of Evangelical political pressure.55 Additional political campaigns
for fundamentalists during this time included fighting the Supreme Court Decision of
1962 in Engel v. Vitale that prohibited school prayer, and the 1963 Abington School
District v. Schempp decision prohibiting mandatory Bible reading in public schools.56
The Christian body politic remained loosely defined from the 1960s until 19751980 when a new political fundamentalism came to fruition.57 In 1974, Rob Grant and
Jerry Falwell formed the American Christian Cause, which became the “Moral Majority”
(MM) in 1980. The Christian right came to be defined by the Moral Majority, James
Dobson’s Family Research Council, and Pat Robertson’s Christian Coalition during this
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decade. These groups positioned many Republican candidates as Christian choices in
state and national elections.58
By way of an example, during the campaign season of the 1980s, the MM sent
volunteers to campaign against Democrat Congressman Tony Hall in Dayton, Ohio, by
placing fliers on cars in church parking lots on Sunday mornings. Their message was that
Hall could not be a real Christian since he did not support the corporation franchise tax
reform bill. Though he viewed this bill as ungodly, Congressman Hall, a Christian, voted
with the MM on seven out of ten of their other primary issues.
The rallying strategy for the Christian Right from the 1980s until the present has
been abortion. However, this too was a tactical choice. Two years before Roe v. Wade,
the largest White Evangelical group in the country—Southern Baptists—were in favor of
legalized abortion. This support lasted much of the remaining decade.59 Some see the
hallmark issue that rallied many groups of Evangelicals and fundamentalists towards
political activism as segregation. In 1971 Bob Jones University refused to comply with an
IRS resolution that said that if schools enforced segregation that they would lose their
IRS status. Bob Jones took their case to the Supreme Court, backed by amicus briefs
submitted by the NAE, the American Baptist Church of the U.S.A., the Center for Law
and Religious Freedom of the Christian Legal Society, and Congressman Trent Lott.60
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Many political strategists believe that abortion was a secular strategic move to
unite Christians for Republicans. For example, Randall Balmer, a professor at Columbia
and writer for Christianity Today, shares a story about the origins of the Christian
Right in his book Thy Kingdom Come.61 In 1990, he attended a conference in
Washington, D.C. for the Ethics and Public Policy Center, a secular conservative
organization. One meeting with various key conservatives, from both religious and
secular groups, included Paul Weyrich, a conservative activist who led the Free Congress
Foundation, a secular organization that assisted in creating the Moral Majority in the
1970s. Weyrich commented at the meeting that it was “the federal government’s moves
against Christian schools which enraged the Christian community. … It was not the other
things [abortion].”62
Balmer continued that Ed Dobson, pastor of an Evangelical church in Grand
Rapids, MI who was also present, agreed with Weyrich, saying, “the Religious New
Right did not start because of a concern about abortion. … I sat in the non-smoke-filled
back room with the Moral Majority, and I frankly do not remember abortion ever being
mentioned as a reason why we ought to do something.”63 In the late 1970s abortion was
not on anyone’s political radar. After conservative Christian leaders organized to defend
Bob Jones University and its racially discriminatory rules, Weyrich said, a bunch of
Evangelical leaders held a conference call to determine strategy and settle the “Christian
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platform.”64 It was suggested during this particular call to use abortion as a strategy to
organize Christians.
The strategy to win White Evangelicals to the Republican cause through the
issue of abortion was astute and thorough. Abortion motivates Christians with concepts
of traditional morality. Yet having the pro-life movement as an essential issue for
Evangelical Republican voters sits oddly alongside constant cuts to food stamps, a lack of
legislation to make well-child checks affordable, and a constant striving to cut programs
like Head Start,65 the single most successful program in helping single and/or
impoverished mothers afford childcare, feed and educate their children, and get back to
work.66 The strategy that would really reduce abortion is fighting poverty. Poverty
contributes to 75 percent of all abortions.67 When poverty is cut in half abortion, falls by

64

Ibid.

65

Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, “Republican Plans to Cut Taxes Now, Cut Programs
Later Would Leave Most Children Worse Off,” November 6, 2017, https://www.cbpp.org/research/federalbudget/republican-plans-to-cut-taxes-now-cut-programs-later-would-leave-most-0.
66

Head Start helped ninety percent of parents to get or keep employment. Head Start helped
Ninety-two percent of parents surveyed to start an educational or training program; Head Start helped
ninety-nine percent of families to improve their parenting abilities. “California Head Start Family
Outcomes,” California Head Start Association, 2015, http://ccr-analytics.com/familyoutcomes2015.
Children involved with Head Start have improved academic performance shown on test scores for years
afterward. Students of Head Start had fewer learning-disability diagnoses, were less likely to commit a
crime, and had higher high school graduation and college attendance rates than non-participating students.
Head Start students also had better health as an adult. David Deming, “Early Childhood Intervention and
Life-Cycle Skill Development: Evidence from Head Start,” American Economic Journal: Applied
Economics 1, no. 3 (2009): 111-134. Other studies found that Head Start has a lasting positive impact on
social skills such as self-control and self-esteem. Diane Whitmore Schanzenbach, and Lauren Bauer, “The
Long Term Impact of the Head Start Program,” The Brookings Foundation,
https://www.brookings.edu/research/the-long-term-impact-of-the-head-start-program/; National Head Start
Association, “Head Start Facts and Impact,” accessed October 12, 2018, https://www.nhsa.org/facts-andimpacts; Zero to Three, “Early Head Start Works,” January 15, 2017,
https://www.zerotothree.org/resources/477-early-head-start-works.
67
This report includes data from the Guttmacher Institute’s 2014 Abortion Patient Survey, which
had 8380 respondents. Jenna Jerman, Rachel K. Jones, and Tsuyoshi Onda, “Characteristics of U.S.
Abortion Patients in 2014 and Changes Since 2008,” Guttmacher Institute, accessed October 10, 2016,
https://www.guttmacher.org/report/characteristics-us-abortion-patients-2014.

51

30 percent. Studies show that investing in whole-life policies, such as funding programs
to provide adoption assistance, reducing health-care costs, funding domestic violence
programs, funding programs to reduce unwanted pregnancies, and reducing childcare
costs, would cut abortion by a further 50 percent.68

Theological Views: Popular Christian Conservatives
Top-selling Christian and secular writers present a different perspective on
poverty from the theologians mentioned at the beginning of this section. In this section I
discuss some popular writers who are also occasionally cited in the research interviews in
support of the interviewee’s perspective.
Christians of various political persuasions care about poverty, but differ on
whether the solutions should be political or personal.69 In light of the actual facts about
poverty, many case-studies show that community development is an excellent povertyalleviation strategy, in which communities come together and find common solutions to
their problems.70 However, in the small number of Christian books that address poverty
alleviation, solutions to empower the poor are often not related to larger structural issues.
In popular Christian books on poverty, most often the origins of and the solutions to
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poverty are said to rest with the individual, with charitable aid, or with benevolent
oversight at the community level.
For example, in Toxic Charity, Robert Lupton enumerates the pitfalls of
charitable solutions to poverty, while at the same time stating that the cause of poverty
lies with the individual. The source of data for this book is the author’s personal
experience of forty years working in poverty alleviation in urban environments.71 This is
problematic because the information presented is not data-based, but anecdotal, and the
facts are often wrong.72 Of particular interest is Lupton’s approach to the role of
government. He states, “As a country … we understand that welfare creates unhealthy
dependency [and] erodes the work ethic.”73 This idea is then extended to argue all
international aid creates dependence also, particularly in those overseas countries thought
to have a stronger work ethic than the United States. Both domestically and
internationally, then, the problem of poverty is related to work ethic: “For all our efforts
to eliminate poverty—our entitlements, our programs, our charities—we have succeeded
only in creating a permanent underclass, dismantling their family structures, and eroding
their ethic of work. And our poor continue to become poorer.”74
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Sustainable development can be an effective long-term solution to poverty,
although writers such as Stephen Mott go further in pairing development work with
changing systemic poverty at its roots.75 Blaming all poverty on lack of personal effort
does not account for hunger in the United States, where 60 percent of those receiving
food aid are working and 90 percent have worked in the last year.76 Perhaps charity is
indeed “toxic” if it is not done hand-in-hand with the pursuit of justice.
Another Christian book on poverty, For the Least of These, could just as well be
titled The Poor Should Just Get a Job. Members of the Koch-brothers-funded George
Mason University Economics department, as well as the Koch-funded organization, the
“Institute of Faith, Wealth and Economics” collaborated on a book stating government
aid is ineffective and the only means of poverty alleviation is a free market economy and
hard work.77 Both of these suggestions are factually inaccurate. Governmental and
international aid clearly have been fundamental in poverty alleviation, without which 30
percent more individuals would be in poverty in the United States alone.78 Unchecked
liberalism creates both wealth and massive poverty,79 and unfortunately hard work does
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not prevent poverty in the contemporary American political economy. In contrast to
Longenecker, the central message of the writers of For the Least of These is that poverty
alleviation only requires a change of heart brought about by salvation. They present
historical events such as the New Deal (ND) as problematic shifts in political economics,
while neglecting their historical context.
The ND created millions of jobs; invested in important infrastructure (The
Economist notes this is one of the most important ways to boost a national economy);80
prevented loss of personal money by insuring bank deposits; prevented the abuse of the
stock market so as to avoid economic collapse; introduced social security and
unemployment insurance; and provided labor protections, among many other programs.81
The 1933 ND converted a -45.3 percent freefall of GDP after 1929, to a 48.2 percent
surplus four years later in 1936. Deficit spending during Roosevelt’s ND policies, as well
as during WWII, pulled the United States out of depression and is the Keynesian tool that
turned the nation into an economic powerhouse. It seems revisionist to suggest that the
ND was not a success.82
There is a problem with Christian books that are not data-based positioning
themselves as authorities on poverty that fail to note the root causes that go beyond
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personal choice. Blaming widespread poverty on individuals endorses the very systems
that create poverty, such as unchecked open markets that facilitate monopolies,
exploitative labor regulations, harmful environmental practices, predatory lending and
interest rates, exploitative healthcare and housing industries, a lack of safety nets, and the
practice of deregulated speculating with retirement funds/private savings or social
security.
The other handful of Christian books on poverty are represented here by When
Helping Hurts and The Poor Will be Glad. Authors of When Helping Hurts, Steve
Corbett and Brian Fikkert, briefly mention structural issues, but at times still blame the
poor for their poverty. Corbett and Fikkert believe that a major cause of poverty is a
distorted worldview. In this they are influenced by Ruby Payne’s “culture” of poverty,
mentioned in the following section. The book does good work highlighting the
importance of sustainable development: the idea that meeting present needs should not
prevent a person or group’s ability to meet its future needs. Their model does not,
however, include the structural aspects of economic development mentioned by authors
such as Ron Sider or Amartya Sen, who draw on political realities such as an inadequate
minimum wage or inflated housing prices. Sen notes that freedom in the market can allow
for individual flourishing, if exploitation is prevented. In contrast, Corbett and Fikkert’s
poverty theories are unlikely to sustain help to situations such as those affecting Dayton,
where the reality is that you can work and still not eat. Corbett and Fikkert mention the
government’s role in poverty in passing, and even quote Amartya Sen’s concept of the
lack of freedom of the poor. However, they emphasize this lack of freedom with freedom
from sin, and perceive a correlation between sin and poverty, as in the case of the single
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mother who is in her predicament because she had sex before marriage.83 While the
authors encourage people to make poverty a priority, rather than providing wealthy
Christians opportunities to recuse themselves, they do reinforce the marriage of
individualism and poverty proclaimed by Dave Ramsey, or the Christian writers of a
book titled Economics in Christian Perspective, who make a direct correlation between
choice and poverty, but lack data to support their views.84
In The Poor Will be Glad, Peter Greer and Phil Smith also encourage a form of
development that encourages work rather than “handouts.” They note that it is the
church’s job to care for the poor in a way that would make social security and Truman’s
post-Depression and WWII social safety nets unnecessary.85
The previous three books discussed address alleviation of poverty by suggesting
the church should make up for what is lacking in broken economic systems that have at
least a quarter of all families living on below-poverty wages. Much of the help they
suggest involves encouraging the poor to develop a stronger work ethic, often with the
authors’ own context or experiences as the model.
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The Social Sciences and “A Culture of Poverty”
In recent decades there have been debates about a “culture of poverty,” in which
it is argued that persistent poverty is passed down through the generations, or is a result
of perceived character issues, such as substance abuse or sexual ethics. Oscar Lewis is
often credited with creating the concept of a culture of poverty in his 1961 book The
Children of Sanchez, an ethnography of a poor neighborhood in Mexico City.86 He
determined that individuals with low incomes from all races and ethnicities live within a
clearly-identifiable culture. Many have used his theory to explain the persistence of
poverty, e.g., Ruby Payne, with her list of “cultural traits” that paints a negative picture of
the poor as lazy, defeatist, debauched, violent, and cynical, people living in common law
unions. Their families are described as dysfunctional, female-centered yet authoritarian,
while also distrustful of authority, unemployed, and uninvolved in civic life and voting.
Other anthropologists and sociologists have been very critical of the idea that
low-income individuals recreate their position of poverty through the generations of their
families.87 Significantly, no studies have managed to prove a connection between laziness
and poverty.88 Cultural poverty arguments do not explain why the majority of those who
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are receiving SNAP are working; why nearly half of the children in America live at or
near the poverty line;89 why Black men working full-time earn only 72 percent of the
average earnings of comparable White men and 85 percent of the earnings of White
women;90 why women are 35 percent more likely to live in poverty than men;91 or why
40 percent of Latino children are living below the poverty line, even though they only
number 25 percent of all children in the United States.92 This last statistic raises the point
that Latinos have a 97 percent employment rate,93 and it should be noted in light of the
contemporary debate on immigration that Latinos consistently demonstrate the work ethic
and family values conservatives say are the only things needed for economic success.
Generational Poverty
There is some truth to the argument that generational poverty can lead to chronic
deficits in health or personal successes. In fact, the longest study on human development
ever made found that the single worst impact on children’s overall wellbeing is poverty,94

89

Columbia School of Public Health, “Nearly Half of American Children Living Near Poverty
Line,” March 3, 2016, https://www.mailman.columbia.edu/public-health-now/news/nearly-half-americanchildren-living-near-poverty-line.
90

William Rodgers, “Understanding the Black and White Earnings Gap: Why do African
Americans Continue to Earn Less Despite Dramatic Gains in Education?” September 19, 2008,
https://prospect.org/article/understanding-black-white-earnings-gap.
91

Bernadette Proctor, Semega Proctor, Melissa Kollar, “Income and Poverty in the United States,”
United States Census Bureau, Report Number P60-256, September 13, 2016,
https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2016/demo/p60-256.html
92

Daniel T. Lichter, Scott R. Sanders and Kenneth M. Johnson, “Hispanics at the Starting Line:
Poverty among Newborn Infants in Established Gateways and New Destinations,” Social Forces 94, no. 1
(2015): 209-235.
93

United States Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Databases, Tables &
Calculators by Subject “Labor Force Statistics from the Current Population Survey, Unemployment Rate—
Hispanic or Latino,” accessed August 8, 2018, https://data.bls.gov/timeseries/LNS14000009.
94

The 1946 National Birth Cohort studied data from 70,000 children over the course of seventy
years. Michael Wadsworth, Diana Kuh, Marcus Richards, Rebecca Hardy, International Journal of

59

which was mitigated by the second biggest impact on children’s overall wellbeing—
loving parents.
A study on parenting and poverty by Susan Mayer reports little differences in
parenting between the poor and other families. According to Mayer, her results show:
“little evidence that parents’ income has a large influence on parenting practices. Nor do
the results in this chapter suggest that parental income has a large effect on parent’s
psychological attributes other than their feelings of efficacy.”95
It is important to mention that the group of people who would fall into the
generational poverty category is small at seven percent of those who are in poverty.96
Additionally, the concept of generational poverty is most often touted in areas where
leaders continue to cut assistance for the poor, where wages are low, access to healthcare
is difficult, food deserts are high, and economic institutions are more extractive than
inclusive—such as in Dayton, OH. 97
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Marriage and Poverty
When poverty is attributed to culture, policies tend to focus on correcting the
behavior of those with low incomes. Proscribed behavior change might involve work on
ethics and substance abuse, but often also involves marital behavior. The 1996 welfare
reforms had the stated goal of alleviating poverty by encouraging marriage and reducing
single parenthood. This goal is still referenced frequently by both policy makers and
churchgoers. The undertone of this goal is that character is the issue, rather than income,
with the solution being fixing debauched behavior. Single mothers are often called out as
a drain on society. For example, during the 1996 reforms, Ron Haskins, a Congressional
staffer who assisted with writing the reform bill said, “Mothers on welfare, even those
with young children, should be encouraged, cajoled, and, when necessary, forced to
work.”98 This sentiment holds strong twenty years later, as reflected in Congress’ policies
for women receiving food aid. Policy makers have created a marriage-promotion program
with the goal of reducing poverty through marriage. The program has cost a billion
dollars of federal money and has had no success in getting couples to stay together or to
marry.99 At the same time, the program was funded with money that would have
otherwise gone to safety-net programs such as SNAP.100
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Conservatives and Evangelicals cite poverty rates among single mothers as a
reason to pull already underfunded safety net programs. However, it is important to note
that although more children have been born to single mothers since the 1960 War on
Poverty’s safety net programs were created (eight in twenty now, one in twenty in 1960),
child poverty has fallen. Additionally, educational achievement is higher and crime rates
are much lower.101 The focus on single mothers also begs the question of why there is
little public discussion about punitive measures for the fathers involved in these
scenarios.
Still, poverty persists for single mothers and as safety nets are pulled, extreme
poverty is returning the United States.102 An important dynamic to understand is that
poverty is a downward cycle that causes singlehood as well. It is difficult to cultivate
flourishing relationships in the face of the constant threat of eviction, incarceration,
illness from poor nutrition and poor healthcare, as well as the stress of joblessness and
violence found in many cities.
It is clear that it is better for children, economically and emotionally, to live in a
two-parent household, but it is also clear that it is the presence of two incomes that is
required to lift that family above the poverty line. That is, mothers in low-income
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households have no choice but to work full-time in order to make ends meet and afford
healthcare as well as food. In two-income households the family must pay for expensive
child care that often equals half of the mother’s paycheck.103 Most disheartening, mothers
are forced to put their six-week old babies into childcare104 and return to work full-time
as a consequence of the least family-friendly policy among economically developed
nations.105 The way that we punish mothers in the United States economically seems to
be at odds with Evangelical family values.
Substance Abuse and Poverty
Many interviewees in this research built on the notion of a culture of poverty by
mentioning that the poor often resort to crime or substance abuse. However, the
connection between poverty and crime is unclear.106 Most poor people do not resort to
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crime.107 For those who do, it is clear that where there is a lack of opportunity, there is
desperation, disillusionment and disorder. On the other hand, proper national economic
development, where a salary can support a life, incentivizes individuals towards
productivity.
Alcohol and drug use is no different between those with high incomes and those
with low incomes. Drug use is the same across poor, middle class, and wealthy
communities.108 In fact, researchers shows that alcohol abuse is much higher among the
wealthy than among the poor.109
Cultural Poverty Ideologists
In addition to Christian writers, such as the authors of The Least of These, there
are a handful of oft-mentioned theorists who draw on the cultural-poverty theory to
explain various related phenomena. Ruby Payne, an educator, has written several popular
books on the effects of poverty on children’s education.110 Most of her experience is in
upper income school districts, but she describes herself as an expert because her husband
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temporarily experienced poverty in his youth. Payne, a fan of Oscar Lewis’ work,111 is
referred to by authors such as Lupton, Corbett and Fikkert. However, it is important to
note that her truth claims cannot be substantiated and there is overwhelming counter
evidence from other educators, sociologists, linguists and anthropologists.112 The case
studies in her books are fictionalized, and the majority involve people of color, whereas
the reality is that most poor people are White. Payne refers to unvalidated “hidden rules”
of poverty, such as “the poor do not mind being incarcerated and view it as part of
life,”113 rather than highlighting the greater probability that incarceration itself causes
poverty and disproportionately involves Black men.114
Critics of her work note that Payne makes 607 separate truth claims of doubtful
veracity.115 One that is particularly relevant to this research is that the poor have a “bad
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work ethic” and “character deficits” that produce a low income, whereas the rich are rich
simply because of their financial status.116 Payne also notes the defective “culture” of
poverty, while elevating the “culture” of the middle and upper classes. These
generalizations are made without considering the structural obstacles hindering success in
low-income school districts, such as tax codes, housing and wages. Also not mentioned
are the multiple challenges that children face in attaining education if they have not had
enough to eat. The poor are not represented as hard working, law-abiding and moral
citizens. Rather, in Payne’s typology, those in poverty are pathologized as hypersexual,
criminal, immoral, violent, and socially deficient.
Authors who focus on the idea that poverty is attributable to culture and personal
mores need to acknowledge that economics can also affect culture. Taking a data-based
view, authors of the book Why Nations Fail, Acemoglu and Robinson, say poverty occurs
where power is concentrated into the hands of a few. They compare very similar towns in
Texas and Mexico and find that the key to development lies in the existence of stable and
inclusive economic and political institutions. Sen notes that real development is the
“process of expanding the real freedoms that people enjoy.”117
In popular literature, the memoir Hillbilly Elegy by J.D. Vance is built upon the
idea of cultural poverty. This number one New York Times bestseller is a story about
growing up in, and finding a way out of a dysfunctional family. The setting of the story is
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a de-industrialized Appalachian town just outside Dayton, OH. This book warrants
discussion here because it is often referenced by conservatives as evidence that the
United States still functions as a meritocracy. It has also been popular as a means of
understanding the White discontent that led to Donald Trump’s win in 2016. However,
Hillbilly Elegy is missing part of the story.
Vance acknowledges that in poverty-stricken areas there is a lack of secure and
decent jobs, and there is a problem created by those with economic resources leaving
declining areas to those who are most vulnerable. However, Vance’s bootstrap story is
often used to justify the position that the poor should follow suit, get a job, and go to
church. Vance, a Yale graduate, does not say that not everyone can get into Yale despite
their best efforts, or further, that not everyone can feed their family despite their best
efforts.
The book raises some interesting points. For example, Vance believes that what
the government cannot do is provide moral agency, which is a belief built on the
assumption that the government is ethically neutral. However, Vance has a good point
about the importance of the church’s role in teaching others what is right and wrong. He
also notes that many elites “at the top” believe they know what those at the bottom need,
without really understanding them, which is a fair assessment. He remarks that leadership
should not be condescending to working class people about who they should and should
not accept, such as homosexuals or immigrants. Vance does not note the possibility that
his party is well aware of who their voting bases out-groups are and stokes these social
and racial anxieties for their own gain.
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In the previous section I highlighted a body of work from conservative
contemporary thinkers who relate poverty to cultural and individualistic factors. To
understand some of the philosophical underpinnings of the connection that is made
between poverty and the work ethic, the next section reviews foundational sociological
thought on the development of this paradigm.
Classical Social Theorists and Individualism
Classical social theorists provide a rich framework from which to understand the
sociocultural and religious philosophies driving our current political economy. Max
Weber and Emile Durkheim, two of the founding fathers of sociology, are particularly
relevant here.
Weber found that the interaction between religious and economic values enabled
the rationalization of economic systems. He noted that in order to understand the western
mindset, one must acknowledge the central religious source of Protestantism. Most
prominently, Weber’s observations included the idea that historically, a key hallmark of
Protestantism is material success accomplished through an individual work ethic.118
Before the Protestant reformation Christianity was associated with resistance to
economic interests, Weber argues.119 Then the development of Calvinism infused moral
and spiritual meaning into the rational search for economic profit and into the activities
associated with this goal. Because Calvinism led to insecurity about salvation, it
encouraged a very controlled and dogmatic life that was organized towards vocation, and
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in which profit was seen as evidence of election. Anxiety about salvation thus led to
attempts at systematic economic rationalization, where prosperity provided a
psychological as well as a functional reward.120
Weber argued that the Reformation is the cultural origin of modern capitalism.
He was looking at the cultural roots of capitalism, rather than the economic and related
roots that interested other economists, such as Marx (e.g., greed, entrepreneurship,
evolution of man, climate, population growth, science, or technology).121 Weber’s
Protestant work ethic describes the way Christians have been pushed to work hard,
succeed, and reinvest their profits into further economic gain. The concept of
predestination allayed Christian guilt about inequality, since wealth was seen as a sign of
election.122 Weber called the religious justification of profit, which downplays the role of
greed or ambition, the “spirit of capitalism.”
Like his contemporary Durkheim, Weber linked capitalism with the creation of a
theodicy that allowed people to explain the disparities of fortune and misfortune.123 As
Western culture increasingly embraced rationalism, there was a growing need to explain
the “meaning” of the distribution of fortunes.124
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Philip Devenish describes theodicy as a means of reconciling the notion of God
as omnipotent, omnipresent, omniscience and good with the reality of evil in the world.125
A theodicy can thus maintain the status quo by providing simplistic answers to questions
about inequities of poverty and wealth. Theodicy is then a means of reconciling what
Weber described as the “world’s imperfections‟ with the prevailing “god concept”
of particular faiths.126
Proponents of capitalism tend to hold a theodicy of fortune. This is the belief that
privilege is a blessing from God and is always deserved.127 Weber contrasted class
preferences for theodicies, and found that the impoverished turn to faith for comfort and
hope for a better future and afterlife, while the rich tend to lean on those beliefs,
sacraments and actions that prove their entitlement to greater wealth.128
Durkheim was also interested in the way religion influences other social forms.
In The Elementary Forms of the Religious Life, he wrote that religion is the foundation of
all other social constructs.129 Durkheim’s view is that religion and the way individuals
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perceive God reflects their society.130 People are unaware how their beliefs influence
their actions because they are not cognizant of the social webs surrounding them.131
Durkheim thought the social institutions of modernity were religious in
character, having collective beliefs and practices that work to create moral selves.132 He
observed some of the origins of modernity in the French Revolution, at which point in
history society was set up as a God. He described how homeland, liberty, and reason
were seen as sacred, along with “dogma, symbols, altars, and holidays.”133 He wrote that
“the worshipper is not deluding himself when he believes in the existence of a higher
moral power from which he derives his best self: that power exists, and it is society.”134
These words can also be applied to contemporary Evangelical nationalism.
Durkheim wrote about the increasing significance accorded to the individual
during his time, for he saw the individual starting to become the main sacred object of
society.135 “Since human personality is the only thing that appeals unanimously to all
hearts, since its enhancement is the only aim that can be collectively pursued, it
inevitably acquires exceptional value in the eyes of all. It thus rises far above all human
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aims, assuming a religious nature.”136 The problem here is that a culture of individualism
comes with a limited worldview, and can provide only simplistic answers to poverty, to
which Durkheim would reply that society is then representing itself to itself.137
Peter Berger’s Sacred Canopy also demonstrates that religion is a key tool for
analyzing society. Berger describes a symbolic universe individuals create in order to
legitimate society and express their belief in their own meaning and ultimate worth.138
This symbolic universe that orders life beyond everyday existence can protect those who
subscribe to it from the marginal experiences of life. Berger’s conception of theodicy is
that it is an attempt to preserve meaning in the face of experiences that undermine easy
answers. Religion creates “worlds of meaning” that offer a reprieve from the meaningdestroying prospect of evil and suffering. He describes a “sacred canopy” as a tool used
by religion to ward off anomie: theodicy, he asserts, is “the religious legitimation of
anomic phenomena. It is an effort at world-maintenance through relocating anomic
events within an all-embracing fabric of meanings that defuse their potential cosmos
destroying force.”139
While it is expedient to create a theodicy to explain suffering, Berger sees that
there is a high cost. When society accepts a religious legitimization of a social order, the
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effect is to alienate religious groups from social reality. Societal ills are then falsely seen
as inevitable.140
Without orthodoxy, religion can alienate humanity by breaking the dialectic
between human beings and society, creating an us/them mentality. This phenomenon sets
the person against society by creating society as an objective fact apart from the
individual’s construction thereof. Weber, Durkheim, and Berger’s analysis of theodicy
emphasize that it is important that followers of Christ be educated and theologically
sound in their civic participation.
Clifford Geertz also considers the function of theodicy as an attempt to construct
meaning. Examining the cultural underpinnings of religion, he describes culture as an
“ahistorically transmitted pattern of meanings embodied in symbols,” particularly
religious symbols. Geertz describes religion as part of the deep human need to make
meaning in the face of suffering by constructing an authoritative “cosmic order” to
understand earthly life.141 Geertz therefore believes that religion creates cosmic symbols
that enable believers to interpret their world and create meaning in the face of chaos.
Considering the role of theodicy through the lenses of Weber, Durkheim, and
Geertz, one might be inclined to the view that Evangelicals have inserted their
understanding of poverty—and consequent suffering—too neatly into their worldview.
This discussion of theodicy raises further questions about whether White Evangelical
America has equated poverty with laziness in order to make sense of their own good
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fortune? For White Evangelicals who are not well-off, it seems that the hegemony of
belief has created consent.142 By theorizing that there is always a rational cause behind
suffering such as poverty, believers have created easy solutions that recuse them from
involvement.
Historical Perspective on Economic Individualism
There is an implicit anthropology as well as an implicit theology in every
economic system.143 The Western Judeo-Christian heritage helped provide the modern
financial system with an intellectual framework and ethos.144
Neoclassic, or neoliberal theory (Reaganomics/ “trickle down”), first took root in
the Western world in the late eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Contemporary
conservative economics values the maximization of self-interest through civic liberties
and freedom. This economic theory was developed in response to authoritarian
oppression, mercantilism, and the American and French Revolutions.145 Valuable in this
context, neoliberalism esteems the entitlements of self-determination, human rights, and
the limitation of state control over the individual.
During the period of mercantilism, in 1776 Adam Smith wrote The Wealth of
Nations, the theory on which modern capitalism is based. His famous “Invisible Hand”
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stood for the idea that the market would regulate itself with an invisible hand through
competition and therefore no regulation was needed. This economic theory was a major
boon for those living under the mercantilist system,146 a vastly different context from the
global economy of today. Smith writes, “competition constrains self-interest and prevents
it from becoming destructive to the interests of others.”147 Some would say that Smith’s
theory was influenced theologically by both Augustine and Calvin.148 When Calvin wrote
about God’s providence sustaining order in the world he too called it an “invisible hand.”
Smith translated this image into an economic metaphor.149 Jacques Ellul notes that Adam
Smith’s theory would be fine if human nature were neutral, but it is not.150
Seventy years after the publication of Wealth of Nations, John Stuart Mill was
the next most renowned political economist of modernity. In 1848 Mill questioned the
extent to which self-interest could be converted into social welfare.151 He said that the
way society was ordering itself was creating injustices and saw the breakdown of the free
market in practices such as unjust child labor during the industrial revolution.
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Following Mill into the twentieth century was John Maynard Keynes,152 who
famously wrote an economic version of liberalism “that combines state and market
influences in a way that while still in the spirit of Adam Smith, relies on the ‘invisible
hand’ over a narrower range of issues, and sees a larger but still limited sphere of
constructive state action.”153 Keynes’ 1930 theory came into favor after the great
depression, and he wrote extensively on the boom/bust cycles of the economy. Keynes’
reaction to neoliberalism was that individuals participating in the market based on a
foundation of self-interest creates public devastation.154
Following Keynes was the Austrian, Friedrich Hayek, who developed a
reiteration of Smith’s legacy and laid the foundation for modern neoliberalism. Keynes
read Hayek’s 1944 magnum opus The Road to Serfdom,155 and felt that it could lead
America in disastrous directions. Hayek, and the theories of the Austrian school of
economics, influenced the Washington Consensus, which is the theoretical groundwork
for Reagonomics and the preferred economic theory of Republicanism, Libertarianism,
and an increasing number of Democrats beginning in the 1990s. Thomas Friedman, also
highly influential in this regard, is a contemporary writer for whom all that matters “is
that individuals have real wants and can pursue them without the interference of others,
especially the state.”156 Friedman is considered to have authored the Chicago school of

152

John Maynard Keynes, A Treatise on Money (New York, NY: Harcourt, Brace and Company,

153

Balaam and Veseth, 46

1930).

154

Ibid.

155

Friedrich Hayek, The Road to Serfdom (Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press, 1944).

156

Cavanaugh, Being Consumed: Economics and Christian Desire, 7.

76

economics and served as an economic advisor to Reagan. The Economist named him “the
most influential economist of the second half of the 20th century ... possibly of all of
it.”157
Some of the hallmarks of the Chicago school of economics are total deregulation,
no anti-trust laws, no minimum wage, and no safety standards in work environments.158
Friedman directly opposes Keynes in his writing, as they have different views on how to
make a capitalist market succeed. The economic theory of neoliberalism has had
enormous influence on poverty in the United States, as seen in the poignant case of
Dayton.
Civil Religion in the United States
Post Adam Smith, the debate regarding the relationship of the individual to the
state continued in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth century with John Locke and
Jean Jacques Rosseau, who emphasized liberty, equality, and fraternity. Considered
primary theorists on the concept of the social contract, their views were important
regarding the relationship of the individual to the collective.
Both Locke and Rousseau had significant influence on the development of the
United States’ political framework. Additionally, they influenced the U.S. expression of
Protestantism due to their strong emphasis on the separation of church and state. This
separation, influenced by another philosophical founding father, Thomas Hobbes, a
Christian, emphasized belief as a private matter that requires no public action—and
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dramatically changed the expression of the Christian faith from one of social participation
and responsibility.159 Church rule of the state was a pressing problem in Hobbes’ time.160
An interesting discussion in international politics currently is the possibility of
there being an underlying theological framework in the creation of these early theories of
individualism.161 Ludwig Mikael Gelot writes on the way that Hobbes modeled his
political beliefs on theological doctrine, thereby influencing the fundamental construction
of a civil religion based on the idea of the social contract.162 The function of a social
contract requires individuals within a society to “volunteer their allegiance to the state,
the liberator, and in turn making religion private rather than public.”163
Civil Religion
Sociologist Robert Bellah writes about the concept of civil religion in the United
States. He says that Americans do not see the Durkheimian religious conceptions
underlying many groups and cultures, and therefore fail to recognize the religious aspects
of the state (while simultaneously calling the state “secular.”)
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In his article “Civil Religion in America,” Bellah details the historical religious
dimensions of the U.S. public sphere, which are expressed in a set of beliefs, symbols,
and rituals he calls “civil religion.” 164 For example, religious language and symbols such
as the Bible are used in the inauguration of a President. Additional symbols include the
Constitution and Declaration of Independence as sacred scriptures, or George
Washington as a Moses-figure. Civil religion can include holy days, such as
Thanksgiving, Memorial Day, Presidents’ Birthdays, and Veterans day.
Rousseau coined the phrase “civil religion” in The Social Contract.165 Here he
writes of God’s existence, the afterlife, the rewards of virtue and punishment of
immorality, and the problem of religious intolerance. Rousseau believed that all religious
opinions are a matter for private life and cannot be comprehended within the role of the
state. Considering that civil religion harks back to Rousseau, one can see the religious
preferences of the founding fathers of the Enlightenment in the expressions of American
civil religion. While the phrase “civil religion” is not used by the founding fathers, public
values are still imbued with Protestant values and religious symbolism.
An enduring example is the colonial idea of the United States as the “new
Israel,”166 an idea that often subtly pervades contemporary nationalist thought.167 A
problem arises with this interpretation of the identity of the U.S. when it is used to justify
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manifest destiny ideologies, such as defending the genocide of Native Americans by
colonists or particularly shoddy “just war” theories in modern times.
Alexis De Tocqueville spoke of American church religion as “a political
institution which power fully contributes to the maintenance of a democratic republic
among the Americans” by supplying a strong moral consensus.168 In Democracy in
America, he continues: “The greatest part of British America was peopled by men who,
after having shaken off the authority of the Pope, acknowledged no other religious
supremacy: they brought with them into the New World a form of Christianity which I
cannot better describe than by styling it a democratic and republican religion.”169
With the establishment of civil religion, powerful symbols and rituals have been
created to mobilize individuals with a sacred motivation to attain national goals. While it
is good that morals influence the creation of policy, without a critical interpretation of
American identity, which Lincoln called an “almost chosen people,”170 we can
significantly err on the side of a religious-styled nationalism. Historically, nationalism
has created dangerous ethnocentrism and xenophobia, led to conflict, and has ignored
human rights violations. Eliose Hiebert Meneses says that it is important for Christians to
understand political structures in order to make sure that these are subordinated to Jesus:
“The church is incarnated into the political world as Jesus was into flesh.”171 How one
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expresses faith in public life requires an awareness of biblical priorities in order to avoid
false idols, such as ethnocentric nationalism or power at the expense of development for
everyone. A healthy relationship of mutual accountability is ideal for the democratic
relationship between church and state, rather than the contemporary interpretation of the
absolute separation of the sacred from the “secular” state.
Civil Blindness
In The Spirit of Development, Erica Bornstein analyzed the epistemology behind a
Christian Non-Governmental Organization (NGO) from a secular perspective.172 She
noticed that religious beliefs influence the meaning and motivation behind the work of
Christian NGOs in a way that is different from secular NGOs. Bornstein followed World
Vision’s (WV) work in Zimbabwe, writing an ethnography on their organizational
culture. She found that WV often said that they did not want to be involved in local
politics. However, they continually performed actions that were the job of the state, such
as creating infrastructure and fostering best farming practices. They filled gaps created
by a broken political system, but claimed to remain neutral on political matters.173
Bornstein observed that WV’s work enabled the state not to fulfill traditional
responsibilities to its people, instead of holding the leaders of Zimbabwe accountable for
this. While the government fulfilling its responsibilities would be the best means of
alleviating suffering, WV did not use its political capital to effect change because of its
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own particular interpretation of Christianity. It is important to understand if this same sort
of political enabling is mirrored in the Dayton context.
Bornstein reflects, “There is a social tragedy in this process. Efforts to assist the
poor through institutionalized forms of assistance tend to efface the politics that
categorize those in ‘need’; how the poor become poor is no longer questioned.”174
Poverty is still perceived to be because of individual failings requiring spiritual solutions,
rather than a social problem with discernible origins.
Those who consider generosity to be a tenet of faith, perhaps unnecessarily also
believe that it is the job of the church to solve the problem of poverty.175 The reality is
that the church does not have the infrastructure to care for all who are in difficult
circumstances. The breakdown of public vs. private aid for hunger is the following: the
church gives about 4 percent to all domestic poor, while the government gives around 96
percent.176 If the church were to vote that the government further cut safety net programs,
there would be no way they could foot the bill for the dramatic increase in poverty this
would create. The church should give charitable aid, but to a great extent it should hold
its government accountable for any injustice that creates a need for charity.
Inefficient Political Institutions
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A modern thinker also influenced by Hobbes’ social contract is Samuel
Huntington who writes that the amount of government oversight is critical in striking a
balance between development and political/economic stability.177 In Political Order in
Changing Societies he sheds light on the place of political will in changing injustice.178
The question raised by the problem of low incomes in Dayton is: are the political
institutions adequately adapting to the new era of hunger and poverty? Huntington notes
that focus on the problem of poverty is often on economic rather than political gaps.
Dayton has become an underdeveloped region with economic problems as a result of
political gaps. Huntington writes, “A weak government, a government which lacks
authority, fails to perform its function and is immoral in the same sense in which a
corrupt judge, a cowardly soldier, or an ignorant teacher is immoral. The moral basis of
political institutions is rooted in the needs of men in complex societies.”179 Huntington
believes complex and heterogeneous societies have more need for political institutions,
rather than less. However, social conflict, such as polarized dialogue and opinion, can
also inhibit efficient political institutions.
Sen adds that hunger is not necessarily related to a shortage of food, but to a lack
of political will. His theory of development is that it is freedom that leads people out of
poverty. In Development as Freedom Sen writes that GDP is a poor way to measure
development. Instead, development should be measured by political freedoms. Political
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freedoms are similar to the World Bank’s governance indicators, such as the opportunity
to get credit, health care, education, unemployment and other protective securities.
In an example that is poignant for Dayton, Sen writes that because Black
Americans experience infant mortality at a rate lower than in Bangladesh, this specific
constituency has its “unfreedoms.” Sen is of the opinion that development is not just
about gaining wealth and the good life is not just about having money; it is living to a
mature age.180 Yet in Dayton the infant mortality rate for African Americans is lower by
far than that of many undeveloped nations.
If economic development benefits a minority of the population and restricts
political freedoms and opportunity for the majority, then there is no development
regardless of GDP, says Sen. Even if the majority are not technically slaves, they are
denied elementary freedoms and remain imprisoned in one way or another—by poverty,
deprivation, political tyranny or cultural authoritarianism.181 This affects not only
countries where freedom of speech is explicitly prohibited, but also those in which it is
lacking in practice because of economic, social or cultural factors.
Sen sees free markets as a means of achieving freedom when there are laws to
prevent exploitation. When political freedom is achieved, there is economic openness.
Problematically, contemporary neoliberalism has not transferred power from the
government to the private market; it has instead re-figured governmental power in service
to market goals. This transformation subjugates all other freedoms to the demands of the
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labor market.182 Therefore the “unfreedom” of poverty calls for governance that aims at
democracy and justice.
Failing governments are a central cause of poverty, because if governments fail,
economic solutions fail. For example, if one looks at the very poorest countries, such as
the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Liberia, Zimbabwe, Burundi, Eritrea, and Central
African Republic, one will find either no government or extremely poor governance.183
North Korea is another example where the government is clearly the source of the
nation’s poverty.
By locating the most extreme examples, such as hunger rates in Dayton, where
the majority of urban jobs are minimum wage jobs,184 we find that global and national
structural problems create poverty, rather than personal choices. The meaning in this for
Christians is the responsibility Christians bear in how they participate in economic
structures. It is easy to believe that we operate as individuals when coming from a
position of privilege. However, we participate in a global economy each and every time
we make a purchase. For example, in The Travels of a T-Shirt in the Global Economy,
Pietra Rivoli, an economics professor who teaches on the virtues of free trade, finds that
trade may not in fact be particularly free. Rivoli interviewed cotton farmers in Texas,
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factory workers in China, and used-clothing vendors in Tanzania in a search for all who
were involved in the creation of a simple item. The conclusion is that with their tax
breaks, manufacturers and importers succeed due to avoiding the risk and competition of
unregulated global trade, which in turn makes impoverished countries decrease prices to
below-subsistence levels to be competitive. There is virtually no item that we consume in
today’s economy whose existence does not depend on global involvement. For example,
there are few produce items in the grocery store that have not been picked by a migrant
worker. This reality requires Christians to be educated about their ethical and biblical
imperatives as a global neighbor, where the truth about economics is that it is almost
never entirely a private matter.
People like to believe that through the miracle of free competition their
consumption will feed others, but the reality is that self-interested consumer markets do
not create justice for the hungry.185 To see this injustice in action one can look to the
political economy which by definition runs on the “invisible hand” of self-interest. Here,
a person making the federally mandated minimum wage can barely make rent, let alone
feed themselves or their family.186 In response, churchgoers will open more food banks or
perhaps donate more to charitable causes. The truth is that what we give in charitable aid
is destroyed a hundred times over by the economic policies whereby the rich prosper and

185

Cavanaugh, 94.

186
In a survey conducted by the United States Conference of Mayors, the leading cause of hunger
was described as low wages. The United States Conference of Mayors, Hunger and Homelessness Survey:
A Status Report on Hunger and Homelessness in American Cities, The United States Conference of
Mayor's Task Force on Hunger and Homelessness, December 2015.

86

which create vast inequalities between employer and the employed. To have 46 percent
of the wealth in the hands of 1 percent of the people is a lot of unregulated power.187
It is an ethical problem when a person making minimum wage has to work two
and half jobs in order to afford a two-bedroom apartment without paying more than the
recommended thirty percent of their income.188 However, this is also bad for the economy
at large. Studies in America find that a living wage assists in economic development,
reduces poverty, and does not negatively affect the profit margin for businesses because
employers have higher employee retention rates.189 The only people who benefit from
low wages are those at the top of the economic food chain, and unfortunately it has been
found that there is no “trickle-down effect.”190
Blindness to Poverty
In keeping with the title of this dissertation, in this section I look at how poverty
is framed in terms of the predominant contemporary sociopolitical mindset and how the
historical and worldview findings in the previous sections might influence the majority
understanding of widespread hunger.
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The Washington Post and the Kaiser Family Foundation asked 1,686 adults in
the United States what is “generally more often to blame if a person is poor: lack of effort
on their own part, or difficult circumstances beyond their control?” They found faith to be
a primary predictor in perceptions of poverty. White Evangelicals are significantly more
likely to see poverty as related to personal shortcomings. The odds that Evangelicals
would say a poor work ethic causes poverty were 3.2 to 1, whereas atheists, agnostics or
those with no affiliation would say at that difficult circumstances are to blame for poverty
a ratio of 3 to 1. Similarly, Black Christians were three times more likely to attribute
poverty to difficult circumstances.191
While religion is a major determiner of perceptions of poverty, politics is greater.
Republicans are more likely to say that someone is poor because of a lack of effort (56
percent) than because of circumstances beyond that person’s control (32 percent). This
statistic supports Gilens’ finding that political affiliation indicates individualism. By 7119 percent, more Democrats say that circumstances beyond a person’s control are to
blame for poverty.192
There are slightly more people who believe that poverty is related to
circumstances than previous studies have shown. However, the partisan divide in
perceptions of poverty is widening. A study in 1995 showed that 72 percent of
Republicans and 50 percent of Democrats believe that people need to work harder in
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order to get out of poverty. Now 61 percent of Republicans and just 29 percent of
Democrats hold that view.193
There is another strong correlation between opposition to social safety net
programs and the possession of wealth. The concentration of resources in the hands of a
few is troubling in light of this attitude. Researchers Benjamin Page, Larry Bartels, and
Jason Seawright found that the top 1 percent of the country are for less equality in
taxation (58 percent would rather cut Medicare, education and infrastructure than
increase taxation on the wealthy), reduced economic regulation (58 percent against,
including a higher minimum wage) and reduced social safety nets (68 percent against
national health care).194 These preferences increase significantly (p < .002) as wealth
increases: the top .01 percent (those with $40 million or more in net worth) are even more
conservative. These researchers also note that the wealthy are more politically engaged
than other U.S. citizens through personal contact with elected officials via large donations
to political campaigns. The rich have an additional disproportionate influence on the
political process through financing political think tanks or owning media conglomerates.
The same researchers found that the corrupting influence of inequality can be correlated
with an increase in legislation aimed at harsher punishments for crime and restrictions on
immigration. It seems that while Christians might be opposed to wealth-sanctioned
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injustice to the poor, as the previous statistics show, they nevertheless still blame the
poor.
The following examples show that this is probably a cultural perception. Italians
take an opposing view to Americans: they are more likely to see poverty as related to
external issues.195 Among Canadians, only a quarter of the population associates poverty
with laziness.196 Similar findings in Turkey, Lebanon, South Africa, and Portugal reveal
individuals attribute poverty to structural, rather than personal problems.197 Since the U.S.
may be one of the only nations where religious people specifically blame poverty on the
poor, it would seem we could have a unique cultural phenomenon.
Facts on Poverty
In the discussion about poverty it is important to compare perceptions with
reality. The following bulleted list presents the statistical facts on poverty in the United
States:
•

More than 41 million U.S. citizens live below the poverty line ($23,624 for a
family of four with two children).198
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•
•
•

The earned income tax credit and child tax credits, which support and incentivize
work by extending earnings, moved 9.4 million people out of poverty in 2013,
including 5.0 million children.199
Thirty percent more people in the U.S. would have been in poverty without
government assistance.200
Ninety percent of entitlement benefits go to the elderly, disabled, or working
households.201
Hunger and Poverty

•
•
•

More than 49 million U.S. citizens live in households that regularly are at risk of
hunger.202
More than 20 percent, i.e., one in five children, live at risk of hunger. With that,
more than one in five children in the U.S. live in poverty.203
Of the families that receive SNAP, 60 percent are working. Eighty percent of this
same demographic of non-elderly, non-disabled adults, work in the year before or
the year after they participate (including 90 percent of households with
children).204
Wages and Poverty

•

Fifty-one percent of jobs in the U.S. pay less than $30,000 a year.
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•
•
•
•

Nearly 40 percent of workers made less than $20,000 a year. (The poverty line for
a family of four is $25,100.)205
Eighty-five percent of all economic gains since the recession have gone to the top
1 percent.206
The Federal minimum wage is $7.25 ($2.13 for tipped workers, which has not
increased since 1991) The federal minimum wage if it kept pace with productivity
gains since 1968: close to $19 an hour.
Hourly wage needed to lift a family of three above poverty line, 2013: $10.10.207
It is important to note in connection with these statistics that people transition in

and out of poverty.208. Research has shown that 45 percent of bouts with poverty are a
year or less, 70 percent are three years or less and only 12 percent last longer than a
decade.209
Housing Poverty
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Twenty-six percent more people are renting in the last ten years because fewer
people can afford to buy homes.210 The increase in demand is driving the price of rents
higher. The Consumer Price Index (CPI) for rent on a primary residence increased 31.9
percent in ten years, which was higher than the overall inflation rate of 19.1 percent.211
The problem of high rentals is a major reason so many families experience hunger.
Household incomes have not increased at the same pace as the rising cost of rental
housing.212 It is important to note that the largest amount of federal housing assistance at
$100 billion annually goes to homeowners with incomes above $100,000.213
•
•
•
•

A renter in Dayton’s Montgomery County needs to earn nearly $15 an hour to
afford a two-bedroom apartment.214
Only 25 percent of those eligible for federal housing assistance receive help, due
to lack of funding.215
There are only 35 affordable and vacant rental residences for every 100 extremely
low-income renting families.216
There are 6,902,060 renter households that pay the heavy burden of more than 50
percent of their income towards housing in 2016. This is 20.8 percent greater than
2007.
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•
•
•

In 2016, 4,609,826 people in low income households were living with family and
friends, which is the most likely housing situation before homelessness. This is
30.0 percent higher than 2007.217
Eight of the ten states with the highest homelessness rates also have the nation’s
highest median home prices.218
2.5 million children are homeless every year in the U.S. This is a historically high
number that means one in every thirty children experience homelessness at some
point in the year. 219
Single Mothers

•
•
•
•
•
•

38 percent more women than men are subject to poverty.220
One in eight women live in poverty.221
Nearly half of all women in poverty live in extreme poverty: their income is 50
percent or less than the federal poverty level. This equates to 1 in 17 women
living in extreme poverty.222
Fifty-eight percent of children in poverty live in families headed by single
mothers.223
Twelve percent of families (562,000 families) headed by single mothers are poor,
even though the mother works full-time.224
Women in all racial and ethnic groups have increased chances to be in poverty
than White, non-Hispanic men.
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Race and Poverty
More White Americans experience poverty than any other minority group. There
are 19.6 million White, non-Hispanic Americans in poverty, compared with 10.2 million
Black Americans, 2.3 million Asian Americans, and 13.4 million Hispanic Americans of
any race.225 However, a Black child is three times more liable to live in poverty than a
White child. In most years of the last four decades, approximately one-third of all Black
children have lived in poverty. Additionally, one out of every four Latino children
experience chronic poverty.226
Wage gaps between minorities and Whites are significant. Black men are paid
71 cents for every dollar paid to White men, and Hispanic men earn 66 cents for every
dollar earned by White men. Among women, Black women are paid 79 cents for every
dollar paid to White women, and Hispanic women make 69 cents for every dollar earned
by White women. In light of these wage gaps it is not surprising that African American
children are three times as likely to be in poverty than White children.227
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Ann Chih Lin and David R. Harris examine the continuing socioeconomic
disadvantages minorities experience in the United States and believe that poverty does
not have a single cause, but is an aggregated effect of disadvantages that snowball over
time. For example, ethnocentrism, which prioritizes one race above another, has farreaching results. Similarly, small initial correlations between race and health problems,
poor education, or housing quality lead to massive disadvantages over time.228
In a recent Gallup Poll, 50 percent of Black respondents noted an incident of
discrimination in the past month. A good example of what this discrimination might look
like can be found in a two-city study where hiring managers were twice as likely to
employ a White applicant than a Black applicant with equal qualifications for an entrylevel job. Employers were also as likely to offer a job to a White applicant recently
released from prison as they were to a Black applicant with no criminal record.229 States
with the highest number of Black and Hispanic individuals on government assistance are
more likely to impose lifetime limits on assistance, family limits on benefits, and strict
penalties for noncompliance.230
The “Cliff Effect”
The Cliff effect is a new description for a sudden loss of benefits when the
income of the working poor increases. This term is increasingly used in contemporary
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discussions of poverty and warrants discussion. For those whose incomes are under or
approaching the poverty line, benefits such as the Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC),
Medicaid, SNAP, or child care assistance, such as Head Start, prevent problems such as
hunger. However, when there is a pay-raise, the change in income status can mean a loss
of tens of thousands of dollars in benefits.231 For this reason, pay raises or increases in
hours are often declined in order to avoid the loss in overall income.
Qualifying for programs such as SNAP depend on the designated Federal
Poverty Line, rather than the actual amount of money a household needs to be selfsufficient. The so-called “Cliff Effect” can be most destructive for female-headed single
parent households with children under the age of twelve because of heavy reliance on
subsidized childcare.232

Contemporary Sociologists on Poverty
In light of the data on poverty, there is a clear gap between reality and the
perceptions of the majority of White Evangelicals. Digging deeper into this anomaly,
contemporary sociologists have amassed a library of data to which this research
contributes.
According to sociologist Daniel Hopkins, if the public thinks that all those who
are poor need to work harder, or that all those who are poor receive some type of public
assistance, their opinion on how their county, city or state should address poverty will be
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affected.233 Hopkins found that context is significant in shaping public opinion, because
where there are larger Black populations people are more likely to attribute poverty to
personal failings .234 His study is helpful for this research in Dayton, since Hopkins’ work
suggests that it is not the national picture that best describes how the public perceives
poverty, but the local picture.
Hopkins’ study also demonstrates that many Americans view poverty as directly
related to minorities. His research reveals that the stereotype of the poor person as Black
has influenced American politics negatively in the matter of support for social
programs.235 Martin Gilens’ agrees that when others perceive the poor to be Black, they
are more likely to fault the poor themselves for their situation.236 His data shows that
ethnocentric attitudes negatively color opinion about any social safety net program,
whether it helps White people or minorities. Research shows that states with larger Black
populations are less inclusive and more punitive in their public assistance policies than
other states.237
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In contrast to Gilens and Hopkins, Melissa Sands has found that people are less
likely to support social safety nets for poor people when they are exposed to someone of
their own race at the same time (e.g. a White poor actor), rather than someone of the
opposite race. The researchers used actors while giving surveys to people on the street.
They discovered respondents were less likely to care about economic inequality when
exposed to someone of their own race perceived to be poor, which is in marked contrast
to most of the studies I refer to here.238
As a further nuance of context, in places with low income inequality both high
and low-income citizens believe equally in a meritocracy, according to Benjamin
Newman. In contrast, in areas with high inequality, the low-income citizens are much less
likely to believe in a meritocracy, while the high-income individuals hold firmly to the
notion of the American dream. These differences do not hold for racial minorities, who
are less likely to believe in a meritocracy regardless of income. Additionally, non-whites
are increasingly less likely to believe in the reality of a meritocracy when living in areas
with a high concentration of political conservatives.239
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To be considered alongside Sands and Newman’s studies is Gordon Allport’s
research, which shows that contact between members of different groups actually reduces
prejudice and intergroup conflict. His research was conducted in 1954 during the height
of Jim Crow and racial segregation.240 It is likely that the duration of contact between
groups chronicled in Sands versus Allport’s research affected the contrasting outcomes.
Researchers have continued to explore Allport’s intergroup contact theory, particularly
Gordon Hodson et al. and Thomas Pettigrew and Linda Tropp, who have shown that
intergroup contact does have significant potential to reduce prejudice in authoritarians.241
Daniel Hopkins shows that negative intergroup contact has more of an effect
than positive intergroup contact.242 Researchers have also found that negative contact is
less common than positive contact in actual intergroup encounters.243 What is
encouraging about positive out-group contact is that people with positive experiences are
less likely to react with prejudice to negative out-group contacts.244
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Unfortunately, authoritarianism consistently blocks intergroup contact.245 Right
Wing Authoritarians (RWA) tend to be unwilling to participate in contact; are less likely
to be living in areas with foreign-born individuals or minorities; are less likely to make
contact with outgroups even when living in the same area; and are less likely to be friends
with outgroup neighbors. Additionally, the contact that RWAs do have with outgroups is
generally superficial, involuntary, and often with an outgroup member of unequal
socioeconomic status.246
There is a disconnect for some between perceptions of poverty and the reality. In
this section I explained that a knee jerk reaction or worldview can strengthen negative
associations of poverty. It is important to know if there is a way to mitigate these negative
responses and determine if negative responses ever change in specific instances of
spiking poverty and hunger. The research findings offer suggestions about the
Evangelical worldview by exploring how Evangelicals understand poverty. The
following section explores egocentric individualism, paternal authoritarianism and racial
ethnocentrism in some detail.
Individualism, Authoritarianism, and Ethnocentrism
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Individualism
Free-will individualism and the accompanying notion of the “self-made man”
has a long history in the United States. In Protestant cultural belief systems, free-will
individualism means individuals see themselves as solely responsible for their success.247
According to Raymie Stata, individualism is often poorly understood, because if
someone is an individualist they do not necessarily alienate themselves from the rest of
society.248 The true definition of individualism has more to do with a focus on the self or
individual, rather than the whole of society, and with having completely different goals
and motivations from those of the collective. The idea behind individualism is not social
isolation, but being or working with others while at the same time maintaining that the
individual is considerably more significant than the whole.
Individualists measure success based on their own experiences of social mobility
and develop attitudes about inequality, or the lack thereof based on those experiences.249
The resulting view is that individual efforts, rather than structural factors determine
economic success. An individualist is also less likely to support economic equality and
social safety nets than someone who sees the roots of poverty as structural or systemic.250
Individualism and Evangelical Christianity
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In Divided by Faith, authors Michael Emerson and Christian Smith present
findings from a study of hundreds of subjects that demonstrate Evangelicalism as a
predictor of individualism. The writers discovered that individualism goes hand-in-hand
with anti-structuralist values, where public institutions are perceived as weakening
individual responsibility. Furthermore, the Evangelical response to the perceived “race
problem” is interpreted as interpersonal conflict rather than a structural issue. The writers
believe that the strong anti-structuralism of Evangelicals is not because they are unaware
of economic disparity between African Americans and Whites.251 Instead, Evangelicals
see economics and politics as completely separate because of an entrenched belief in the
opportunity all Americans have to succeed provided they work hard enough.
Most disappointing is Emerson and Smith’s finding that when Evangelicals are
given information about economic inequality between races in America and are then
asked, “Why do you think this is?” the common response is to take offence at being asked
about race.252 Most responses to this question came from a worldview of equal
opportunity for all, and a view that Black people underachieve because of a lack of
individual effort, rather than any racial discrimination.253 Interviewees commonly blame
race problems on prejudiced individuals, group-based thinking, elite media, and/or
government falsehoods. Further, racism is seen as a problem caused by African
Americans, who do not want to “get out of” a group-based victim mentality.
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Evangelicals also blame economic disparities on the unwillingness of African
Americans to learn “proper English” or to develop good interpersonal relationships and
family values. The writers call this attitude “Evangelical relationalism,” in which
interpersonal relationships are considered of central importance.254
Evangelical individualism creates a further obstacle to understanding, and hence
to addressing inequality: while many Whites may agree that forced residential
segregation is wrong; these same individuals accept residential segregation through
choice, although the negative effects are identical. For this reason, and paradoxically,
“choice and freedom are two of the dominant American values that today maintain the
racialized society.”255
Emerson and Smith conclude that segregation of the church itself reinforces
economic inequality. They believe the resulting social isolation allows groups to
minimize racial problems while simultaneously faulting African Americans for the
inequality. Divided by Faith paints a picture of a theology of individualism blinding its
adherents to structural inequities. This research is supported by other studies that show
individualism to be associated with ethnocentrism.256
Sociologists Eric Tranby and Douglas Hartman respond to Divided by Faith,
saying Emerson and Smith’s analysis could go further by including “whiteness studies”
and critical race theory. Critical whiteness theory is the view that the Jim Crow ideology
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of overt White supremacy has been replaced by a less obvious justification for structural
dominance, where being White is seen as the normative American civic identity.257
Tranby and Hartman believe that it is not just an individualistic theology that
leads to ethnocentrism, but that Evangelicalism requires negative racial stereotyping in
order to justify the social inequities that it inevitably produces. If a society is believed to
be a meritocracy, those who are not successful are perceived as destabilizing forces.
Critical whiteness theory holds that White people find Black people a destabilizing
influence, because their reality threatens the perceived universality of White Evangelical
meritocratic values. Racial prejudice thus becomes a functional necessity in justifying
Evangelical cultural/religious beliefs.258
If the norms and values of Evangelical “Americanness” are implicitly White,
then the requirement to recognize the social reality of minority groups is seen as
threatening, Tranby and Hartman suggest. They note that Emerson and Smith’s
interviewees do not manifest anti-black sentiment because of economic inequality, but
instead express irritation at the separatism and divisiveness they perceive in Black
cultural events and protests. The civil rights movement solved racial issues, they argue,
and subsequent events like “Black Heritage Month” are now a threat to unity.
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When whiteness is considered normative, class and race dominance becomes
“mainstream” and therefore the racial divide is “invisible.”259 This invisibility of racial
identity within White culture, is often conflated with “color blindness.”260
Many White people feel the corollary to racism is “color blindness.” Color
blindness refers to the idea that race does not matter, and that even referring to race is a
form of racism. Those with this worldview see their whiteness as superficial and
irrelevant, which almost guarantees they will universalize their own worldview.
Believing that one’s experience is normative blinds a person to their privilege to the point
where they miss the reality of those living as racial minorities in a racialized society.
Those who identify as color blind, will almost certainly be racism-blind as well. A White
person who considers references to race as racist, thus enforces the centrality of
whiteness as normative.261
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Ethnocentrism
Daniel Myers defines ethnocentrism as “a belief in the superiority of one’s own
group and a corresponding disdain for all other groups.” Chaim Herzog et al. speak of a
tendency to glorify in-groups and vilify out-groups.262 In this present dissertation, the
terms ethnocentrism and racism are used interchangeably and ethnocentrism is defined as
evaluating other cultures in regards to the ideals of one’s own.
The research of Theodor Adorno and Peer Scheepers demonstrates that the
ethnocentric rejection of those outside one’s group is not necessarily based on knowledge
of those out-groups. Often ethnocentric individuals will reject others without ever having
had personal contact with the out-group.263 This rejection is manifest in the stereotyping
of out-groups as dirty, aggressive, lazy, dishonest and impolite, while the in-group is
characterized as clean, peace-loving, hard-working, truthful and well-mannered.
Racism and Individualism
Individuals who belong to conservative Protestant groups have less diverse
relationships than those belonging to other religious groups and also than those with no
religious affiliation.264 Furthermore, in research studies, priming with Christian words
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results in greater racial prejudice than priming with neutral words.265 For example,
researchers have found that use of certain words in relation to the Protestant Work Ethic
(PWE) will activate anti-black attitudes.266
Researchers have found that when priming subjects with the word “God,”
Christian subjects in particular are less likely to attribute all their successes or failures to
themselves and become more positive about out-group cooperation.267 However, when
primed with the word “religion,” individuals tend to favor in-group cooperation over outgroup cooperation.268
Authoritarianism
Authoritarianism is a significant research finding for this dissertation. At first
glance the two forces of individualism and authoritarianism seem to be in opposition, but
they are not.269 When those who knowingly or unknowingly ascribe to an individualistic
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world view feel threatened by an outside force they are likely to react with intolerance
and look for leaders who support their views.270 Authoritarianism is particularly
associated with fear, aversion to change, and a preference for systems that make sense of
the world. 271 A strongly-held conviction in this worldview is that conventional systems
of authority and government are best, even if they do not create equity for others.272
An early student of the social phenomenon of authoritarianism was Erich
Fromm, who painted a picture of the “Authoritarian Personality.” 273 This was part of an
attempt to understand the rise of fascism and Nazism post-WWII. Theodor Adorno and
Fromm both based their understanding of the authoritarian personality in Freud, who
emphasized childhood experiences as the fount of all personality development. Freud
believed that the authoritarian personality develops when the aggressive-compulsive
needs of children are strongly repressed through excessive parental demands for
obedience. This aggression is then re-expressed when projected onto other people:
particularly those who are weaker, e.g., minorities. The punitive, cold father figure is the
decisive socialization agent in this pattern.274
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More recently, Bob Altemeyer introduced his scales measuring Right-Wing
Authoritarianism (RWA),275 which were based on social experimentation. Altemeyer’s
experiments show that authoritarian personalities have a tendency towards 1) a high
degree of submissiveness to those authorities considered to be established and legitimate;
2) loyalty to social ideals that are believed to be normative, and 3) aggression toward
those who deviate from perceived group norms.276 Right-Wing Authoritarianism is
activated by perceived social threats and a sense of self-righteousness, motivating
individuals to express uncritical support for the existing social order and a negative view
of those perceived to be undermining the state of affairs.277 Stanley Feldman’s nationwide research found that 44 percent of White survey participants score as “high” or “very
high” RWA, and 19 percent score as “very high.” The high scorers in Feldman’s analysis
skewed heavily toward Republicanism. However, it is important to note that
authoritarianism is not only applicable to the political Right. The basic dynamic applies
just as much to the far Left of Communism.
In 1987 a poignant demonstration of the characteristics of RWA emerged from a
simulation of a nuclear-war situation. The experiment used mock-up NATO teams on
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international exercises with co-teams who represented the Warsaw Pact. The NATO
teams were made up of those from both ends of the authoritarianism scale. High RWAs
consistently (if not actually) brought the world to the brink of total nuclear annihilation—
ten times more often than the low scoring RWAs.278 In similar experiments, high-scoring
RWAs will usually support perceived authorities in violating human rights, resorting to
violence, or going to war.279
Authoritarianism and Child Rearing
Some clues to the origins of authoritarianism can be found in child rearing.
Understanding the place of authoritarianism in child development also reveals ways to
mitigate damage in subsequent generations. Furthermore, parenting philosophies have
been used as an effective non-political marker for identifying authoritarianism.280
Researchers have consistently noted the strong link between child-rearing values and
RWA, which provides helpful verbal cues for identifying authoritarianism in others.281
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Among others, Stanley Feldman and Karen Stenner have formulated specific
ways of inquiring about parenting values that are nonobtrusive and politically-neutral
means of measuring authoritarian predilections.282 Authoritarianism is measured by using
questions on parenting that reveal preferences for hierarchy and conformity.
George Lakoff, a linguist in the area of cognitive science, found that
authoritarianism in political and social rhetoric often manifests itself through the use of
metaphorical language about the father. Hence authoritarianism is reinforced by the grand
metaphor of the “strict father,” where the government or nation is analogous to the
parent. A father’s role is to protect and establish strict rules for conduct, thereby building
self-discipline and self-reliance in his children. In this framework there is a firm view of
right and wrong, determined by the father, and people are born “bad” and in need of
correction.283 This black and white philosophy can lead to overly simplistic binaries. As a
result, individuals will even vote against their own interests under the influence of the
learned hegemony of the national father, because this is the family model they identify
with most.
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Authoritarianism Analysis of Social Systems
When authoritarian personalities analyze social conditions such as poverty, they
struggle significantly in evaluating empirical evidence and discerning fundamental
attribution errors. Research shows that authoritarians have a very specific tendency to
take in less information and education on current events, which some see as related to a
lower ability to manage complexity or avoid information-processing biases. As a result,
RWAs may feel more vulnerable in the face of uncertainty and threat.284
In 1996 Bob Altemeyer conducted a study of the ability of right-wing
authoritarians to use critical thinking when judging evidence and found they have a
tendency to agree only with data that supports what they want to believe. Additionally,
RWAs lack openness to experiences that would provide additional layers of
understanding. Studies show that people who are closed to experience tend to emphasize
clear-cut moral rules and conventions that maintain the social status quo.285 They also
tend to be sensitive to threats to the social status quo. In response to threats to their own
perceived societal security, RWAs seek control, stronger collective security and greater
social cohesion. Religion provides an ideal tool for maintaining this cohesion and
security.
Lee Ross’s research into the “Fundamental Attribution Error” sheds some light
on the misjudgments individuals can make when observing the behaviors of others,286 as
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seen in the example, “poor people are poor because they are lazy.” Ross suggests that the
Fundamental Attribution Error leads to conclusions not backed by sufficient evidence. In
1990, Altemeyer conducted a test that found high-scoring RWAs seemed to make more
attribution errors than those who scored lower on the RWA Scale, particularly in areas
connected with their own values.287
Contradiction and compartmentalization thus go hand in hand for authoritarians.
RWAs can simultaneously believe that for many life is unfair, while at the same time
hold that everyone in America has an equal opportunity. This compartmentalized and
inconsistent thinking can foster the belief that they are highly moral individuals even
though their actions are sometimes immoral.288
Individualism and Authoritarianism
Studies of the relationship between individualism and authoritarianism in eight
different countries found a positive relationship between egocentric individualism and
authoritarianism, but not between social-contract individualism and authoritarianism.289 It
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may be that the link between egocentric individualism and authoritarianism can
demystify the fact that economic self-interest is often not the main determinant for
individual voting choices.290 Among those who subscribe to the worldviews of
individualism and authoritarianism, subordinates will accept systems that legitimize the
interests of others even though those same systems create material deprivation for
themselves. The reason is authoritarians need the world to be predictable and fair, and
justifying the system may be helpful on some level, even if the meritocracy is not
working. When authoritarianism and individualism are at the helm, the wealthy and the
poor can have similar ideologies when it comes to inequality.291
The Evangelical Authoritarian
One might imagine faith and right-wing authoritarianism to be incompatible;
however in a nationally representative sample, Evangelical Christians were found to be
the most authoritarian religious group.292 Evangelicals gravitate towards authoritarianism
because they tend to conform to traditional standards and values. Theologically, Christian
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RWAs are most likely to describe their faith in terms of the values of strict obedience, the
wrath of God, and the leadership of church leaders over their lives.293 This tendency to
believe in the rightness of their social in-group increases Evangelical vulnerability to
authoritarian religious socialization.
Authoritarianism, and Ethnocentrism
Doyle Johnson investigated the relationship between religious commitment and
the social distance between Whites and non-whites and found that authoritarians
exhibited higher “exclusionary distance” in all areas of their religious commitment.294
There is a strong link between ethnocentrism and authoritarianism.295 However, studies of
fundamentalist religious belief and racism are more complex and contradictory, because
of the teaching against hatred that permeates Christianity. Authoritarianism seems to
demystify the contradiction between hatred and Christianity. The antisocial RWA
component of Christian religious identity suppresses awareness of and resistance to
prejudice.
Many studies demonstrate that the link between religiosity and ethnocentrism
can be attributed in greater measure to authoritarianism than to religiosity.296 This could
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be due to the connection between fundamentalism and conventionalism in
authoritarianism.297 When controlling for fundamentalism, the relationship between
religion and prejudice against out-groups is not only jettisoned but also reversed.298
Two components of the fundamentalist belief system—submission to authority
and support for traditions—orient believers towards prejudice and against racial and
ethnic minorities that may present a challenge to group values and traditions.299
Contemporary racist portrayals depict African Americans opposing the sacred
American/Protestant values of self-determination and self-reliance.300 African Americans
are thus thought to disregard American and Protestant group norms. However, because
fundamentalists are keen to adhere to religious values, such as love and compassion, they
are unlikely to express this racism overtly.301
Fundamentalist/Evangelical Christians will express less tolerance and even
distaste for racism when it is presented as unjustified. However, when African Americans
are presented as violating values, such as traditional family ties or the virtues of self-
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reliance, then fundamentalists become more prejudiced.302 Data on religiosity, the PWE,
authoritarianism, and prejudice, have led some researchers to conjecture that emphasizing
pro-social motivational goals such as self-enhancement and a multicultural society may
be a useful means of reducing or redirecting prejudice.303 Individualism and
authoritarianism can blind people to ethnocentrism, even though racism is antithetical to
scriptural values. It is puzzling that ethnocentrism is more prevalent in the church than
without.304
Authoritarianism and Politics
Racism, religious affiliations, traditionalism and authoritarianism play an
important role in politics and can serve to predict a person’s position on a number of
policies.305 While the connection between political affiliation and authoritarianism is not
absolute, Hetherington and Weiler find authoritarianism a major identifying factor in
contemporary political party identification.306 For example, RWA state legislators’ policy
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preferences were collated and scored on a variety of social issues.307 Those with high
RWA scores were on the negative side of every issue measured, with variable degrees
of correspondence from weak to very strong. Almost all Republicans and Southern
Democrats (a larger faction at the time of this particular study) had higher scores on
RWA measurements than non-Southern Democrats. The exception was Republicans in
Connecticut, but the sample size for this state was too small to confirm that result.
Policies were measured in the following areas: wife abuse, conservative
economic and taxation philosophies, capital punishment, gun control, censorship,
religious instruction in public schools, affirmative action, police, the communist party,
equal rights amendments, anti-war protests, and the rights of homosexuals.
The following table graphs the responses of legislators on the above issues.
Those who support the strong authoritarian in the previous paragraph are clustered on the
right, and those who are non-authoritarian are on the left.
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Table 2.1 Legislative Representation on RWA Values

Authoritarians and Trump
There has been much analysis post-2016 of working-class White American anger
as an explanation for Donald Trump’s popularity. Authoritarianism and an amalgam
value where authoritarians held on to a personal fear of terrorism were the only two
characteristics that predicted voting for Trump with any statistical significance.308
However, it may also be that this demographic has been triggered to express its
stress in the form of authoritarianism. When someone is full of fear, ill-informed, and
dogmatic, it is very difficult to change their mind. When there is fear and threat, even

308
Matthew Macwilliams, “The One Weird Trait that Predicts Whether You’re a Trump
Supporter,” Politico Magazine, January 17, 2016
https://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2016/01/donald-trump-2016-authoritarian-213533, accessed
October 12, 2018.

120

those with low authoritarian tendencies are likely to behave as high RWAs.309 For
example, in South Carolina, Trump voters who have low RWA scores are more likely to
support Trump if they are concerned about terrorism.
In summary, the research on Authoritarian Personality includes but is not limited
to the following characteristics: authoritarian submission, authoritarian aggression,
conventionalism, superstition and stereotyping, preoccupation with power and toughness,
destructiveness and cynicism, and exaggerated concerns over sexuality with a likelihood
of personal struggle with sexuality. Obedience to established authority and strong
aversion to assumed illegitimate authority are fundamental traits, along with
improbable fears, aggression, challenges with facts and logic, tremendous selfrighteousness, blindness to self-referencing, hypocrisy, ethnocentrism, and
dogmatism. Authoritarian personalities are highly predisposed to following a strong
leader, subscribing to conventional values, and are prone to prejudice against any
outgroup.
Divergent Views
Considering the worldview conservative Christians bring to their understanding
of the systemic causes to poverty, it is helpful to examine potential points of agreement
and solutions. For example, research shows that most Christians do care about poverty,310
but disagree on how best to alleviate it.311 In part, this may be due to the
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incommensurability of beliefs. In brief, incommensurability means that one party has no
ability or resources to translate/interpret another. In sociology and anthropology, the word
would mean that one culture is unable to translate another.
Research shows that the political left and the political right have
incommensurable views, in that they cannot interpret each other.312 Given the
epistemological gap between the worldviews of the right and the left one wonders if the
conflict goes beyond disagreement on policy.313 Political scientists examining the
reciprocal diatribe between the two groups see that many issues are juxtaposed together
under a single moral framework. In this case, if one compromises on one issue then one is
seen to have betrayed the larger moral picture.314
For opposing political sides, identical behaviors, such as attempts to address
poverty, will take the form of different sets of actions, depending on who performs them.
For conservatives, part of the issue is the maintenance of strong binaries between good
and evil, where those who are perceived to be “evil” are not accepted even if they do
something good.315 There is an unwillingness to trust anything considered to be “secular
humanism,” and an unwillingness to make agreements with those who are considered
morally questionable.
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The current contested dialogue between the right and the left fuels
misunderstanding, because both assume that they are operating from within the same
worldview.316 Division is increasing, and researchers have claimed that it is in fact
mathematically impossible for Congress to be any more polarized. 317
Importantly, though, this does not represent the what the people of the United
States actually hold in common, both in terms of issues of personal concern, as well as
poverty. The main issue that all voters care about, including churchgoers, is economics. A
voter study polled 8,000 people in November and December 2016 to discover the issues
they prioritize. The economy was easily the most important issue, with 97.9 listing it as
important, and 75 percent as very important.318 In a separate survey, where individuals
rank issues from most important to least, Evangelicals ranked the economy as most
important, even before religious freedom and abortion.319
Not only do Americans have similar priorities, the majority of voters meet in the
middle as moderates. Moderate voters include independents at 50 percent; 52 percent of
Democrats consider themselves to be conservative or moderate; and 27 percent of
Republicans consider themselves moderate.320 Majority positions on policies for low
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income groups also demonstrate the existence of a moderate majority. For example,
although there are declining numbers of Americans who hold a mix of conservative and
liberal views of politics, 73 percent strongly support increasing the minimum wage.321
Nearly two-thirds of Americans (65 percent) say that most poor people in the United
States work, but are unable to earn enough money.322 Fifty-seven percent of Americans
believe “this country cannot live up to its ideals with so many poor and homeless
Americans.”323 Though many think the poor should work harder, the huge majority also
believe the government should help with education and day care, as well as support
increased spending on housing and medical expenses for those on low-incomes and
would be willing to pay $200 more a year in taxes to do so.324
In both sociological and economic research studies, Americans have
demonstrated that they want to be generous. Even very conservative people are interested
in giving some help to the most economically poor in the world, although they may not
know what the country is actually giving. The Federation of State Public Interest
Research Groups (U.S. PIRG) conducted a survey of a cross-section of Americans about

Inequality Growing, but Partisans Differ over Solutions,” Pew Research Center, 2014, https://www.peoplepress.org/2014/01/23/most-see-inequality-growing-but-partisans-differ-over-solutions/.
321
Kathleen Parker, “Poll Defines America's Moderate Middle,” Newsmax, accessed April 30,
2014. http://www.newsmax.com/Parker/Poll-Moderate-Middle-centrist/2013/10/16/id/531341/. Parker is a
syndicated columnist with the Washington Post.
322

Pew Research Center, Trends in American Values: 1987-2012 Partisan Polarization Surges in
Bush, Obama Years, 43. https://www.pewresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/4/legacy-pdf/06-04-12Values-Release.pdf.
323
Tom Freedman, Bill Knapp and Jim McLaughlin, “Can Hunger be a Political Issue? The
Potential for a Compelling New Message on Hunger,” (Alliance to End Hunger, July 29, 2002), 8-9.
324

NPR Kaiser & Kennedy School Pool, “Poverty in America,” accessed November 15, 2017,
https://www.npr.org/programs/specials/poll/poverty/staticresults3.html

124

attitudes towards foreign aid. When asked, Americans said they assumed the United
States gave up to 20 percent or more of the budget in outside aid, with the average
assumption falling between 8-20 percent. When asked what percentage of GNP should go
on outside aid, the average answer was 10 percent. Those surveyed were then shocked to
find that the United States only gave .03 percent of its budget at the time of that study.325
Pertinent to this dissertation, research into public opinion indicates the possibility
of building unified support for poverty alleviation by using different language.326 Such a
strategy would address incommensurability issues between polarized groups and help in
creating poverty policy that works. Political scientists found that when poverty policy is
framed as bringing those with low incomes to a place of greater self-sufficiency it
resonates with a majority of voters. The data indicates that the majority of both political
sides want government aid plus individual empowerment as the solution to poverty.327
People in the United States are also interested in hearing about reform to poverty
programs. The importance of emphasizing reform can be argued from a study that
revealed only 34 percent of Americans believe governmental poverty alleviation
programs have improved people’s lives.328 In the matter of hunger reform, eighty percent
of Americans agreed with this statement: “We need to do more and be more effective.
Government programs have not solved the problem of hungry children. We need to
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reform the programs to make sure every child has healthy food to eat and parents get help
to do their job.”329
In the 2016 Presidential campaign, the Democratic candidate had little to say on
poverty, but research shows that voters want to hear more about fighting poverty and
hunger.330 In a nationwide poll, 78 percent of voters to 15 percent margin, said they were
much more interested in anti-poverty strategies than in matters of gay marriage.

331

Compassion for hungry people is often considered a given for Democrats, but Democrats
are wrong to take this for granted. In reality, voters are skeptical of anti-poverty policies
on either side of the aisle and are unsure which side is better able to address the issue.332
The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation funded poverty research in the United
States and found that changing the narrative is a vital step in poverty alleviation. Making
the language more accessible to multiple worldviews achieves the goal of dispelling
myths about poverty and ensures that the message reaches those who need to hear it the
most. For example, one suggestion was to partner with Evangelicals to create a media
campaign with viral social media content that would remind people that Jesus was often
with the poor. This research group’s goal in changing the narrative is based on the notion
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that without shared understanding of the causes of poverty it will be difficult to change
outcomes for those with low incomes.333
Conclusion
In this chapter I reviewed several social theorists and theologians on the topic of
perceptions of poverty. The following are main points of this literature review:
1.

Poverty is clearly a major theme of Scripture. Dualistic readings of Scripture can
cloud the underlying emphasis on public justice for the poor. Some theologians
would say that the main theme of Scripture is social justice.334

2.

When Christians believe that political economics are irrelevant to their faith, a gap
opens between the scriptural priorities for public life and actual practice.

3.

By 2015, Dayton Ohio had the second highest hunger rate in the United States, in
a state where seventy percent of people identify as Christian.335

4.

Most Daytonians who are regularly hungry are working full-time, yet Christians
are three times as likely to blame the poor for their poverty than non-Christians.336

5.

When confronted with poverty, most Christians say harder work and charitable
aid are the only viable solutions and government involvement is irrelevant
because poverty is a cultural and generational issue.

333
Research conducted by the Urban Institute and funded by the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation
with the aim of finding how to increase mobility from poverty. David T. Ellwood and Nisha G. Patel,
“Restoring the American Dream,” U.S. Partnership on Mobility from Poverty, January 2018,
https://www.mobilitypartnership.org/ restoring-american-dream.
334

Mott, 1982.

335
Pew Research Center, “Religious composition of adults in Ohio,” Religious Landscape Study,
May 30, 2014, http://www.pewforum.org/religious-landscape-study/state/ohio/, accessed October 12, 2018.
336

Washington Post-Kaiser Family Foundation, “Survey of Rural America,” June 2017.
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6.

It has been found that Christians are likely to have gaps in their thinking that
perpetuate wrongful perceptions of poverty and weaken the political will to effect
change.

7.

The wealthiest church in history should be concerned about poverty, but the
research studies analyzed in this chapter reveal that egocentric individualism,
racism, and paternal authoritarianism stand in the way of this.

8.

At different points in history the church has been socially relevant to the
marginalized. Research reveals points of light, such as the fact that a majority of
Americans are interested in solving the problem of poverty.

9.

There are two missiological tools that have been shown to be effective in
changing people’s worldviews in this matter.
a. One is extended contact with outgroups.337
b. The second is a focus on common interests, which could be achieved by
changing the narrative and talking about helping those struggling with
poverty achieve self-sufficiency.
c. The previous two findings might be effective in overcoming the presently
polarized approaches to the alleviation of poverty.
10. Solutions to poverty are necessary political and the church needs to be rediscipled on issues of public faith if it is to become salt and light to the world
once again.
There are two foundational reasons the research findings, presented in chapters

four and five, make a new contribution to the body of knowledge presented in this

337

Allport, The Nature of Prejudice, 54.
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chapter. First, public opinion is measured in such a broad way that analysis involving
multiple variables often does not lend itself to explaining context-specific social
phenomena. Second, there is no other research into the triangulation of authoritarianism,
individualism, and ethnocentrism in relation to instances of spiking poverty in the United
States—particularly into the way this triangulation relates to the religious divide.
Even within the large canon of knowledge on poverty and perceptions, there is room
for this dissertation’s research questions. I will build on the findings of the existing
literature by researching context-specific phenomena in order to unveil the subtleties of
the Evangelical relationship to poverty, with the further goal of understanding how the
hegemony of belief manifests itself in poverty policies.
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Chapter 3: Methodology
Introduction
This chapter informs the reader of the procedures used in this dissertation for
answering the research questions and for analyzing the data. Here I describe the
methodology used in order to confirm or disconfirm the research assumptions. As
previously stated, the purpose of this study is to analyze data from a representative
sampling in Dayton, OH, in order to determine how people perceive the rapid rise in
poverty in working class America. I use these findings to confirm or deny the suggestion
that economic injustices are perpetuated by ideologies of individualism, ethnocentrism,
and authoritarianism. If it is confirmed that Christians assign negative attributes to those
in poverty more than non-Christians do, there will be missiological implications and a
need to provide a corrective for these dichotomous beliefs.
As stated earlier, the research questions are the following:
1.

Is the majority demographic that subscribes to philosophies of individualism and
authoritarianism White?

2.

Will those who blame income inequality on lack of individual initiative assume
that the majority of those with the lowest incomes are African American?

3.

Due to the hegemony of individualism and authoritarianism, do Christians have a
political blindness concerning injustice and poverty?
The questions about perceptions of poverty in Dayton that I seek to answer

through this multifaceted research point to the need for a mixed-method research design.
Qualitative and quantitative approaches in this study complement one other in producing
results with greater width and depth. Quantitative analysis allows me to summarize large
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amounts of data that provide general statistical outcomes, while qualitative research
allows me to tell the story of poverty and perceptions of poverty from the viewpoint of
the residents of Dayton. The combination of phenomenology and numerical data can
produce a holistic picture of poverty and blindness to poverty in the church, thereby
offering a fresh slant on previous studies.
Research Design
Data was gathered using three methods: surveys, interviews with Dayton’s
leaders, and focus groups. All research was conducted with a representative sampling of
citizens of Montgomery County, which includes the city of Dayton and its suburbs in this
county. The first method I used was surveys and I will therefore explain the quantitative
methodology first.
Quantitative Data
Surveys were conducted in tandem with the Center for Marketing and Opinion
Research (CMOR), a professional firm that provides public opinion research. This firm
was hired to complete the survey data collection and to assist with basic statistical
analysis.
The survey was conducted with residents from the City of Dayton and
surrounding suburbs. Data Collection began on November 28, 2016 and ended on March
10, 2017. Most calls took place in the evening, between the hours of 5:15 p.m. and 9:15
p.m. Some interviews were conducted during the day and on some weekends to
accommodate respondents’ schedules. The interviews took an average of 9.03 minutes
each. The sample size of 400 was chosen because it has an overall sampling error of 5.0
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percent, with a 95 percent confidence level. Because of additional questions that needed
to be answered, several participants were added, making the final sample size 501. There
were 333 completed surveys by phone, and 168 completed online. In order to obtain these
completed phone surveys, 15,073 individuals were called.
Telephone methodology was chosen to ensure that the study would be
representative of the targeted population, as well as to ensure the correct number of
interviews were conducted to meet the targeted sampling error. Both landline and cell
phone samples were included in the sampling frame. Cell phones were dialed manually in
compliance with all state and federal regulations. Cell phone respondents were asked if
they were over the age of eighteen. If eligible, the respondent was asked if it was safe to
talk on the phone at that time. Interviewers from CMOR are trained to listen for cues
indicating when it is not safe, such as when the respondent is driving.
The survey design process was collaborative between myself and CMOR, with
the revision and review process allowing for development of an instrument that met the
research objectives, but that also provided valid and reliable data. The survey was
programmed into the CATI (Computer Assisted Telephone Interviewing) program and
prepared for fielding. At the end of the survey, all respondents were asked if they would
be interested in participating in a future focus group discussion, in order to provide a pool
of potential participants for additional qualitative research follow-up if needed.
In addition to data collection by telephone, an online panel was utilized to collect
data through a web survey. The web survey was optimized to be mobile-friendly. A total
of 173 completes came from the web survey. Telephone methodology was the primary
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instrument, as available email sample sizes in Dayton were too small to draw statistical
conclusions about a large population.
The survey included three batteries, with a varying number of questions designed
to measure specific perceptions. The first battery measured awareness of poverty and
consisted of seven questions. The second survey battery measured perceptions of
causation and consisted of nine questions. The third battery measured demographics and
consisted of eleven questions. In total, the survey contained twenty-seven questions.
After gathering the data, statistical analysis was performed on the measures from
the survey. Variables were produced based on the original research questions, so that
theoretically-driven analyses could be used to show statistically-valid relationships
between various concepts. After assessing baseline awareness, the three main correlations
focused on were individualism, authoritarianism, and racism. These correlations were
examined primarily among Christian and non-Christians, among White and non-white
respondents, and were also correlated with voting patterns.
The Survey Instrument
The following questions were used in the phone and online surveys. Detailed
rationales for each question are included in the methodology appendix (Appendix D).
Awareness Battery
•
•

•

What do you think is the most important problem facing Dayton right now? (open
ended)
Which of the following comes closest to your views?
o It is more important that families raise children that are well-behaved than
considerate.
o It is more important for children to be well mannered than to be curious.
How much of an issue do you think hunger is in Dayton? Would you say it is a big
issue, somewhat of an issue, not that much of an issue, or not an issue at all?
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•

Thinking about people in Dayton about what percent do you think DO NOT have access
to safe and nutritious food on a regular basis?

•

What percentage of those who are going hungry do you think are minorities?

•

Do you personally know anyone in your community who is struggling with hunger?

Group 1
Transition: Dayton has gone from being an USDA “hunger-free zone” to the fourth
hungriest city in one decade and is now the second hungriest city in the country for
families with children.
o Were you aware of this change before now?
o Why do you think this change happened?
Group 2
Over the past 10 years, do you think the percentage of families who struggle with hunger
has increased, decreased or stayed the same?

Perceptions of Causation Battery
•

Do you think that the government should assist those who are hungry? If no: Why not?

•

Thinking of the people in Dayton, which of the following comes closest to your views:
o Those who struggle with hunger do so because of a poor work ethic OR those
who struggle with hunger do so because of factors outside their control that
affect their ability to have enough money to buy food
o Those who do not struggle with hunger have a good work ethic OR those who
do not struggle with hunger have had opportunities that have affected their
ability to have enough money to buy food

•

Do you think the issue of hunger in Dayton should be solved by public or private
means?

•

How likely do you think it is that the hunger issue in Dayton can be solved by public
means?

•

How likely do you think it is that the hunger issue in Dayton can be solved by private
means?

•

Turning now to another topic. . . . . . Many people don't get a chance to vote because
they are ill, have to work, or feel they don't have good choices. Did you get a chance
to vote in the 2016 November election, or are you not sure?
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•

Did you cast a ballot for President of the United States in the 2016 November Election?
o No did not
o IF YES - Did you vote for Donald Trump, Hillary Clinton, Gary Johnson, Jill Stein or
another candidate?
Demographics Battery

Now just a few more questions and we will be done . . .
• In what year were you born?
• How long have you lived in Dayton?
• Do you rent or own your present residence?
• What is your present marital status . . . Single- never married, divorced, separated,
widowed, or married?
• And, what is your race? How would you classify yourself?
• Are you currently. . . employed full time - 35 hours or more per week, employed
part-time, retired, homemaker-not employed outside the home, student not working
or unemployed?
• Is the total yearly income of your family... before taxes, under or over…
• What is the highest grade of school or year of college you completed?
• What is your present religion, if any?
• Aside from weddings and funerals, how often do you attend worship services?
• Gender
• Are there any children in your household under the age of 18?
The following table illustrates which research question is answered by each
survey question.
Table 3.1 Alignment Matrix
Alignment of Research Questions With Questionnaire Items
Research Question
Research question 1
Variable A: Christian

Survey Question
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11/12, 13, 14

Research question 2
Variable A: Christian

2, 4, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11/12

Research question 3
Variable A: Christian

5, 6, 7, 8,
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Qualitative Methodology
In this section I explain the qualitative methodology and how I used it to gather
data. I found participants for the focus groups through the online and telephone surveys.
For individual interviews I asked for recommendations from the current communications
director of Montgomery County, Jim Vangrov. I was specifically looking for individuals
in Dayton leadership positions in church, business, and politics. I used several of his
recommendations and then contacted further individuals who led large churches, were
featured in Dayton local news sources as business leaders, or who served in local politics.
For both the focus groups and individual interviews, I used semi-structured and
in-depth interview questions based on the survey questions. Specifically, I focused on
questions 1, 3, 5, 7, 8 and 9. I would draw out individuals’ authoritarian or ethnocentric
dispositions in these areas through conversation.
Prior to this research I spent a number of years living in Dayton. I was born in
Dayton and still have relatives there. My family worked in politics in Dayton for two
generations, which made identifying local leaders an easier task. Most of the people I
spoke with I was not acquainted with, but some of them I knew through mutual friends or
family connections. In the interviews where there was some familiarity, I was able to
discuss contemporary issues in Dayton in some depth. Cold-call interviews had equally
valuable attributes, as many interviewees were new to the idea of hunger in Dayton—
certainly with regard to new statistics. Not knowing my background allowed for a
different type of candor than the interviews with previous acquaintances. Additionally,
my emic perspective on Dayton helped me understand the context of the interviewees.
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With the interviews I occasionally used snowball sampling,1 which is where
interviewed contacts recommended friends or colleagues I could talk to about Dayton. As
I began to see quantitative results, I had more questions to ask about poverty and
perceptions thereof in Dayton. I continued to extend the interviews and structure the
focus groups around these unanswered questions. The qualitative data added rich detail to
questions on poverty blindness in Dayton.
Interviews
I traveled to Dayton to conduct interviews from October 2016 through to June
2017. All data gathered from participants were collected with explicit and signed
permission in full compliance with the Institutional Review Board guidelines.
I interviewed twenty-three Dayton leaders, and I interviewed participants in
numbers statistically commensurate with Dayton demographics. Data from the surveys
represent males and females equally, focus groups were predominantly female, and
leadership interviews were one third female. Appendix D contains demographic
descriptions of each interviewee, coded to maintain anonymity (e.g. “I1,” “I2,” etc.)
The content and length of each conversation was different, although I used the
same basic research questions. A semi-structured style gave me freedom to change the
wording of the questions as seemed appropriate. For example, with those in church
leadership I would ask questions about the culture of the church and with those in

1

John Creswell, Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed Methods Approaches
(Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications, 2003).
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business the conversation might naturally progress towards business concerns, such as
demographics and revenue. Those involved in charitable organizations, whether through
a private organization or through the church, had more personal reflections on poverty in
Dayton than those who took a macro view. The face-to-face interview style allowed me
to relate to the respondents in the hope of understanding, rather than explaining.2

Table 3.2 Interviewees

Breakdown of Interviewees
Key Informant
Christian

Male
13

Non-Christian
Business Person
Academic
Politician
Non-profit
Labor
Pastor
Senior (60+ years)
Mid-aged (under 60)
Young (under 40)
Total

8
5
2
5
6
1
9
8
7
3
17

Gender
Female
2
3
2
0
0
2
1
1
1
5
1
7

Black
5

Race
White
9

Other
1

2
1
0
2
2
1
2
2
4
1
7

6
5
2
3
4
1
7
6
8
2
16

0
1
0
0
1
0
1
1
0
0
1

Focus Groups
Focus groups were conducted from June to September of 2017, after survey and
interview data had been obtained. In the online and telephone surveys each participant
had the option to participate later in a focus group. When the surveys were completed, I
contacted each volunteer by phone. There were 116 individuals who expressed interest in

2

Andrea Fontana, and James Frey, “Interviewing: The Art of Science,” in Handbook of Qualitative
Research, eds. Norman Denzin and Yvonna S. Lincoln, 361-376 (Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE, 1994).
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further participation. After telephoning all of these individuals, twenty-five individuals
confirmed participation. From these twenty-five individuals, eleven individuals came to
the first two focus groups. I conducted an additional focus group with conservative
Caucasian pastors as a follow up to the leadership interviews.
The focus groups were used as an additional source of data, allowing me to use
triangulation in the analysis by looking for insights that were consistent with all three
data sources. In the focus groups, I presented some of the more significant findings from
the survey data and ask for participants’ reflections. Focus groups were beneficial for
providing feedback loops,3 where participants were part of the analysis of significant
aspects of the data. By re-visiting participants through focus groups I was able to
compare and contrast their views with similar participants, such as those of White
conservative pastors with those on the survey who designated themselves as White,
Christian, and frequent church attenders.
Appendix D contains demographic descriptions of each focus group participant,
coded by the label “participant” to maintain anonymity (e.g. “P1,” “P2,” etc.). The
demographics I have from the following focus group participants include low, middle, or
high-income range.
Table 3.3 Focus Group Participants
Breakdown of Focus Group Participants
Key Informant
Black
White
Christian

Gender
Male
1
5
4

3

Female
5
3
7

Quirkos, “Feedback Loops In Qualitative Research,” October 20, 2016,
https://www.quirkos.com/blog/post/circles-and-feedback-loops-in-qualitative-research
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Non-Christian
High Income
Middle/low Income
Total

3
4
3
4

0
1
6
7

Analysis
The following are the steps I took to analyze the data, with further detail below.
Step one: Initial reading of survey data, creating transcripts of interviews and focus
groups and reviewing all data in order to develop a preliminary list of categories.
Step two: Organization and coding of qualitative data: responses were sorted and grouped
by research question. Data coding was done using Quirkos software (see below).
Step three: Coding was finalized by going through interview and focus group data
multiple times, checking for un-coded themes that emerged in later data analysis.
Step five: Correlating data from qualitative and quantitative research.
Step six: Comparing data to research questions and theoretical markers.
For analysis of the quantitative data, I worked with CMOR for statistical
generation after the surveys were complete. I also worked with CMOR to get specific
statistics based on the research questions.
I used Quirkos software to assist with coding. This software provided an
organized way to compare and contrast themes while minimizing bias. Quirkos is one of
many Computer Assisted Qualitative Data Analysis (CAQDAS) software programs. It
was introduced in 2013 and is mostly used for qualitative analysis with coding features
and report generating capabilities.
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Verifying Findings
For qualitative data, all questionnaires were pre-tested, with careful attention paid
to interviewees’ qualifications. I relied on CMOR’s quality control system, which
included silent monitoring protocol, supervisors, quality assurance coaches and
observation of demographic and area representation.
I used the data coding and reporting features from Quirkos for methodological
and source triangulation of data in order to establish validity and to minimize bias.
Methodological analysis refers to combining qualitative and quantitative methods.
Source triangulation involves sharing survey results with the focus groups in order to
provide further responses to the research questions.
Lastly, finalized data were compared with other studies as an analysis tool.
Specifically the results were compared with the aforementioned eight markers from other
studies and theories that are enumerated in chapter one and detailed in chapter two.
Limitations
Extra effort was taken in this research to minimize bias through triangulation,
comparison with outside studies, and supports such as CMOR and Quirkos. With
qualitative data it is easier to introduce bias into the study than with quantitative data.4 In
this study I specifically sought to minimize interviewer, response, and design bias.

4

Nahid Golafshani, “Understanding Reliability and Validity in Qualitative Research,” The
Qualitative Report 8, no.4 (2003): 597-606. Abir Bekhet and Jaclene Zauszniewski, “Methodological
Triangulation: An Approach to Understanding Data,” Nurse Researcher 20, no. 2 (2012): 40-43; Todd Jick,
”Mixing Qualitative and Quantitative Methods: Triangulation in Action,” Administrative Science Quarterly
24, no. 4 (1979): 602-611.
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Interviewer bias can occur when the observer views responses through a specific
worldview or unconsciously influences interviewees. I have an emic background in
Dayton, American Christianity, and politics, that could lead to a tendency to analyze the
data with some presuppositions in mind. It was important to remain as objective as
possible when researching those of different opinions, along with maintaining a
willingness to learn.
Response bias can occur when interviewees feel inclined to give socially
acceptable answers in interviews and focus groups. Additionally, these two groups were
limited by participants’ self-reported perceptions of their experiences, which can allow
for reporting bias.
Design bias was a risk in the study because of assumptions made in the creation of
the survey instrument, either independently by CMOR, or by myself. For this reason
portions of the sample pool were contacted again three times with additional questions.
Through this painstaking work I believe that design bias was minimized, although every
study always leaves potential questions unasked.
During the initial research process the suburban areas of Dayton were not
included in the sample and more people had to be called. Fortunately, this produced a
larger sample size. It also meant that most of the data was separated into Dayton and
suburbs, which fortuitously led to additional dynamics through which to analyze the data.
When the surveys were completed, I noticed that the fifth survey question, which
was used to test for ethnocentrism, was probably not sufficiently nuanced for a precise
analysis. I was aware that it is common knowledge among Daytonians that the downtown
area is very segregated, however I did not realize that along with this, it is colloquially
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said that downtown Dayton is half poor White and half poor Black. Although it is one of
the most segregated cities in the United States, the actual percentage of poverty in
downtown Dayton is more heavily White than Black. Thankfully, the qualitative data
filled in holes, providing clues on ethnocentrism as it relates to how people think about
poverty.
I believe that potential bias was minimized through the methodology and that the
research is valid, because the results from the data speak for themselves.
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Chapter 4: Results
Introduction
In this dissertation I have suggested that certain values or attitudes incline
individuals towards blindness to poverty in the United States. The attitudes of egocentric
individualism, ethnocentrism, and paternal authoritarianism may lead people to blame the
poor for their problems, and may also create blindness to structural injustice. The
particular focus is the possible occurrence of such attitudes in the North American church
seen through the case study of spiking poverty in Dayton. This chapter describes the data
from the qualitative and quantitative research. After summarizing the data, I discuss the
relationship between the data and the research questions and theoretical framework.
I am specifically interested in blindness to poverty. The case study of Dayton,
Ohio, functioned as a lens through which to view how North American Christians1
understand poverty in comparison with their secular peers. Where the way people view
poverty impacts the effectiveness of public policies and programs aimed at improving the
circumstances of impoverished people, it becomes important to understand how those
people view the poverty in their own context. The following are the comprehensive
results that go towards answering the research questions and theoretical markers.
Research Questions and Theoretical Framework Revisited
As stated earlier, the research questions are the following:

1

As stated in the definition of terms, in order to avoid attribution errors, in Chapter 4 this term
refers to those who self-identify as Christian.
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1.

Is the majority demographic that subscribes to philosophies of individualism and
authoritarianism White?

2.

Will those who blame income inequality on lack of individual initiative assume
that the majority of those with the lowest incomes are African American?

3.

Due to the hegemony of authoritarianism and individualism, do Christians have a
political blindness concerning injustice and poverty?
As elaborated on in the literature review, I used the following studies and theories

to provide a framework of eight markers with which to analyze the data: Daniel Hopkins
(2009), Martin Gilens (1999), Michael Emerson and Christian Smith (2000), Max Weber
(1958) and Emile Durkheim (1912), George Lakoff (2002), Erica Bornstein (2005),
Samuel Huntington (1968), and Amartya Sen 1999. These markers are as follows:
1.

Political affiliation indicates level of individualism.

2.

Racial attribution increases individualism.

3.

White Evangelicalism is correlated with individualism.

4.

Evangelical belief in individualism is a barrier to seeing one’s ethnocentrism.

5.

Familial language authoritarianism marker is used to examine correlation between
individualism and ethnocentrism.

6.

A theodicy of fortune creates blindness to poverty.

7.

Evangelicals perpetuate injustice by claiming poverty a private matter.

8.

The hegemony of belief creates under-development and “unfreedom.”
Organization of Data Analysis
The data analysis begins with an overview of the quantitative data for each

question. The quantitative data is subsequently compared to qualitative data from
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interviews and focus groups. I end each section noting if the combined data provides an
affirmative answer to the research questions and theoretical framework.
The scope of this data allows for hundreds of potential variables that can provide
material for later research. This chapter focuses on data relevant to the research questions
and theoretical framework. The variables I do not mention either do not have statistical
significance or are not relevant to the study. Because of the large amount of data, tables
not included in this chapter are located in Appendixes A and B.
Quantitative Results Overview
The following table provides overall results from the survey, with detailed results
on each question following. All data with an asterisk (*) indicates a statistically
significant difference between groups.
Table 4.1 Survey Summary Table
Most important problem in
Dayton*
(open ended – top 3)
More important for children to
be…
More important for children to
be…
How big an issue is hunger in
Dayton

What percent…
(mean)

Personally know someone
hungry*
Aware of change in hunger level

Crime/Gun violence
Drugs/Alcohol/Heroin epidemic
Lack of jobs/High unemployment
N
Well-behaved
Considerate
N
Well-mannered
Curious
N
Big issue
Somewhat of an issue
Not that much of an issue
Not an issue at all
N
…do not have access to safe and nutritious
food*
N
…of those going hungry are minorities
N
Yes
No
N
Yes
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Dayton
23.5%
20.9%
14.1%
381
61.1%
38.9%
108
65.8%
34.2%
111
47.6%
45.3%
5.7%
1.3%
391
37.7%

Suburbs
14.3%
31.0%
23.8%
84
63.6%
36.4%
44
63.6%
36.4%
44
36.1%
52.6%
9.3%
2.1%
96
28.0%

390
46.1%
386
37.7%
62.3%
400
17.4%

96
48.2%
94
14.9%
85.1%
101
10.2%

Perceived reason for change
(open ended – top 3)

Perceived change in level of
hunger

Think government should assist
Reasons government should not
assist
(open ended – top 3)

Why those who struggle do so
Why do some not struggle
How should issue be solved
Likelihood of solving by public
means

Likelihood of solving by private
means

No
N
Lack of jobs/Loss of manufacturing jobs
Drug problems
Lack of food is a result of inequity/politics
N
Increased
Decreased
Stayed the same
N
Yes
No
N
People should get a job and work
Food assistance is not the government’s
duty
Recipients don’t get off SNAP once it starts
N
Poor work ethic
Factors outside their control
N
Good work ethic
Have had opportunities that affected ability
N
Public means
Private means
N
Very likely
Somewhat likely
Not at all likely
N
Very likely
Somewhat likely
Not at all likely
N

82.6%
206
46.2%
9.5%
7.1%
169
69.4%
8.6%
22.1%
189
93.5%
6.5%
391
33.3%
29.2%

89.8%
49
48.6%
5.7%
8.6%
35
66.7%
7.8%
25.5%
51
90.7%
9.3%
97
22.2%
0.0%

12.5%
24
22.3%
77.7%
381
25.7%
74.3%
387
71.9%
28.1%
371
25.4%
56.8%
17.8%
399
23.4%
53.0%
23.5%
395

0.0%
9
28.7%
71.3%
94
29.2%
70.8%
89
70.9%
29.1%
86
23.7%
57.7%
18.6%
97
13.4%
64.9%
21.6%
97

Survey Question One
The following data came from the first seven questions that were used to measure
baseline correlations of hunger in Dayton as they relate to the research questions. This
first question was to measure basic awareness of hunger in the region. Participants were
asked the open-ended question, “What do you think is the most important problem facing
Dayton right now?” The table in Appendix A shows the answers in detail, with a focus on
the top three answers below.
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Results of this first question about general associations concerning poverty and its
perceptions in Dayton immediately set the tone for interpreting the data. Residents of
Dayton were much more likely to say that crime and gun violence is the most important
problem facing the city (23.5 percent vs.14.3 percent of suburban residents). Most
demographics said crime, but Protestant churchgoers were the largest group to name
employment issues as a high priority at 27 percent, as well as non-white respondents (See
Quantitative Results Appendix B, Table B.1 and B.2 for demographic breakdown).
Authoritarians were somewhat more likely to name crime/safety concerns (44.1
percent vs. 30.1 percent for non-authoritarians). This was close to significance (p=.088).
Those who blamed poverty on work ethic were significantly more likely to name
crime/safety concerns, p=.008. This data represents a strong association between a fearbased (authoritarian) worldview and individualism.

Table 4.2 Most Important Problem by Authoritarianism

Authoritarian
Non-Authoritarian

Most Important Problem by Authoritarianism
Crime/Safety
Other Concerns
Concerns
44.1%
55.9%
30.1%
69.9%

N
59
83

Table 4.3 Most Important Problem by Source of Poverty/Hunger
Most Important Problem by Source of Poverty/Hunger
Crime/Safety
Other Concerns
Concerns
Internal (poor work ethic)
58.3%
41.7%
External
43.3%
56.7%

N
103
337

As shown in the survey overview, Daytonians tend to lean towards
authoritarianism. One may conclude from the types of issues that are immediately given
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priority that problematic behavior is a main social concern—even as it relates to
poverty—rather than poverty or associated factors themselves. The following data from
the interviews and focus groups confirmed the quantitative data and helped shed light on
this inference.
I1 stated, “to say that Dayton has a food desert is a misrepresentation because the
high crime is why businesses and grocery stores left.” Similarly, I3 said, “Dayton has a
higher percentage wide homicide rate than Chicago. That is why businesses and grocery
stores leave…Business do not move somewhere for altruistic reasons. Just outside
Dayton there are first-tier suburbs with low crime rates and businesses are doing well. It
is not a color or race thing.” This individual later stated that more policing and more jail
time were the answer, and that better schools would not help.
Qualitative data coding of 172 pages of transcripts found the following patterns of
what people said in visual association. I am including qualitative tables that are relevant
and relate to the research questions. Where helpful, qualitative data coding is depicted in
a cluster, showing which topics are most closely emphasized together in interviews and
focus groups. Themes are closer the more they are related. For example, the following
graphic illustrates how often those who used authoritarian themes would also discuss
crime as Dayton’s main problem.
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Figure 4.1. Crime: Qualitative Data Associations

Participants who discussed the correlation between crime and poverty in Dayton
from a perspective of being in the midst of, and affected by poverty, offered very
different reflections:
P7: “Some people that have felonies are trying to do the right thing, but they have no
opportunities.” P6: “They won't give you a chance, that’s it.” P3: “They go back to
selling dope, because you have to survive somehow. Then it just gets worse. It's a vicious
circle.” P7: “That is what they do; they have to survive some kind of way.”
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P3: “I don't even have any felonies, I haven't been arrested in 10 years. They used
an old misdemeanor to deny me access to move into a nicer HUD-funded housing
program in the suburbs. I was told that my record barred me from living there. I said, ‘I
got arrested when I was eighteen with five marijuana seeds and that is used when I am
forty years old to deny me housing?’ The new racism is classism, and I really have been
told I don't have the background check to work at Wendys or Taco Bell. I was two classes
from a master’s in psychology when I got disabled and I can't flip burgers? Once you
mess up there are no second chances.”
I4 and I19 noted that most people in the suburbs do not have any idea what is
going on in downtown Dayton. This issue became clearer every trip I took to Dayton
during the course of research and writing. During the first focus group, P2 who was from
an affluent suburb, noted to the others he had never heard stories such as the ones shared
by those living downtown: “My cell phone bill is half of what you get for a month (to
P3), right? That's not a luxury that it sounds like people suffering from hunger get to
enjoy. There is a huge difference between perception and reality [of those in the suburbs
to those downtown]. Hunger is not making an impression in the more affluent
neighborhoods. I guarantee that Houston is getting more financial support. There has
been no media coverage.” At the time of this focus group there were widespread
fundraising and relief efforts taking place in the aftermath of Texas’ Hurricane Harvey.
Question One Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Data from question number one helped to answer the first part of the third
research question affirmatively. People in the suburbs of Dayton were unlikely to reflect
on the nature of the causes of hunger in Dayton. This question also reinforced the first
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part of theoretical framework marker five, which is that familial language will be used to
indicate authoritarianism and will offer the additional association of individualism. In the
qualitative data, those who saw crime and safety issues as the most important problem
facing Dayton were also likely to see a poor work ethic as the cause of poverty.
Qualitative data also showed a strong relationship between concerns about crime and an
authoritarian worldview. However, those living in Dayton did not make such easy
associations between personal ethics and poverty.
Survey Question Two
Questions on authoritarianism were put at the front of the survey when
participants might perhaps have been feeling more open, before the questions turn to
political matters. As mentioned in chapter three, child-rearing questions were used in
order to assess authoritarianism, as pioneered by SUNY Stonybrook professor, Stanley
Feldman.
Tables A.2 and A.3 in Appendix A break down preferences for behavior of
children by selected demographics, the first is for the city of Dayton and the second is for
the suburbs of Dayton. As mentioned earlier, survey participants tended to be more
authoritarian than not. In particular, Christians were more authoritarian than nonChristians (p=.049). Further correlations between authoritarianism and other data are
reviewed later in the chapter.
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Table 4.4 Christian Authoritarian
AUTHORITARIAN

N

Authoritarian

Non-

Christian

45.3%

authoritarian
54.7%

117

Non-Christian

26.5%

73.5%

34

Figure 4.2. Authoritarian Qualitative Data
Invariably, child rearing and familial issues were discussed as a cause of poverty
by those who attributed poverty to laziness. I3 stated, “A generation ago kids were raised
to believe that spanking was evil. The courts took away the ability of parents to raise
children as they should, which brought up a generation of bad kids. I fault the court
system, the way that people are parenting now will lead to a generation of juvenile
delinquents.”
I8 attributed poverty to broken families: “The divorce rate has increased,
specifically with Black families. The single best predictor of poverty is single parent
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homes.” He remarked that eighty to ninety percent of those in jail did not have fathers in
their lives, and that mentoring others was a critical means of helping people out of
poverty.
I23, who chairs a local political board, stated that poverty has nothing to do with
education, because his parents were not educated. He recalled that his family immigrated
from Austria and lived in a neighborhood of immigrants where all the parents were
traditionally very strict and therefore none of the children fell on hard times. He
emphasized that poverty was a result of a cultural attitude, which starts with child rearing.
In all instances where interviewees mentioned child rearing, the correlations to poverty
were given unsolicited.
I9, who leads one of the region’s largest charitable initiatives against poverty,
noted that second only to helping someone get a job, the next most important thing that
they can do to help someone out of poverty is to help them get married so that they have a
second income.
As mentioned in chapter two, those who test as authoritarian often make basic
attribution errors that lead to conclusions lacking sufficient evidence.2 From
compartmentalized thinking come contradictory ideals and double standards. Many of
those I interviewed made judgement calls on others, based on their own experiences in
life, but when speaking of their own struggles, held themselves to a different standard
from the one they judged fair for others. For example, one interviewee remarked that she
had a nephew who died of a heroin overdose and that her best friend’s son is on heroin
and will probably die as well. She attributes both young men’s problems to a lack of

2

Bob Altemeyer, The Authoritarian Specter (Cambridge, MA: Harvard, 1996).
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discipline in the household because they were raised by single mothers who did not give
them enough chores and responsibilities: “I think there's a real connection between
poverty, heroin, and the lack of structure, consistency, and responsibilities given to young
kids.” Later in the discussion, I11 went on to say that she too was a single mom and her
remarks revealed a double-standard, “You can only do so much with your kids because
you are just trying to keep food on the table.”
Another example of attribution error is found in I3’s response to the data on
African American infant mortality in Dayton: “The infant mortality rate is not high
because people are Black. I’m Black and my brothers and sisters are Black. It’s not a race
thing, because we did not lose any children.”
The following diagram reveals the correlation in qualitative data coding between a
heavily self-referenced world-view and authoritarianism.
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Figure 4.3. Self-Referenced Worldview
In addition to a self-referenced worldview, there was a high correlation between
double standards, or compartmentalization, and the views of religious leaders. For
example, one pastor indicated sympathy for a business owner who pays minimum wages
to his fifteen employees, but keeps one or two positions open as a “revolving door,”
because of employees who test positive for drug use. This interviewee (I7) concluded it is
important to sympathize with business owners who do not pay their employees benefits
because of turnover in one or two positions. It was a story that highlighted the plight of
business owners, but ignored the problem of the thirteen to fourteen employees who pass
their drug tests and yet do not receive benefits. Similarly, this interviewee mentioned that

156

a single mother might be working three part-time jobs, but will not want to make more
money because she might lose her “government benefits.” It seemed that the issue here
was that the mother should be working more, rather than noting the problem that a
mother has to work this much and still cannot make ends meet.
Question Two Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
The survey question on authoritarianism only addressed in part the first research
question, i.e., that most who subscribe to authoritarian views will be White. In urban
Dayton this was not found to be true, while in the suburbs it was found to be true. This
finding suggests there is more to be learned from studying ethnicity and expressions of
authoritarianism, however the associations between White authoritarianism, in particular,
and interpretations of poverty become clearer in subsequent questions. Data on question
two also contributed to research question three: interviewed Christians have political
blindness concerning injustice and poverty. The data also reveals a strong association
with a self-referenced worldview and ethnocentrism, confirming research question two,
as well as the association between individualism, authoritarianism and ethnocentrism.
The fifth theoretical marker was answered affirmatively with this data. In all
instances of the qualitative data, authoritarian language was used simultaneously with
familial language and values. Data from this question reinforced Lakoff’s linguistic
finding of authoritarianism and the family values of the strict father in detail. As in
further analysis, detailed below, authoritarian judgments always coincide with
individualism and ethnocentrism.
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Survey Question Three
The results in tables Appendix A A.4 an A.5 came from the next question in the
awareness battery, where participants were asked if they thought hunger exists in Dayton,
and how much of an issue they believed hunger to be in Dayton.
One notices right away a difference between churchgoers in the city of Dayton
versus the suburbs. Churchgoers in Dayton were much more likely to know that hunger in
Dayton is a big problem. Churchgoers in the suburbs were less likely to recognize the
reality of hunger than those who do not attend church. Another contrast is that non-white
participants were much more likely to recognize hunger in the suburbs than their White
compatriots. However, in the city they were only slightly more likely to notice hunger.
Others who noted the reality of hunger in Dayton included the unemployed and
underemployed, as well as those with a high school education or less.
The qualitative data confirmed and extended the quantitative data. Among the
leadership interviewees who were aware of hunger, most were Christian leaders who did
not vote conservatively. Among all leaders I spoke with, those who reflected on Dayton’s
hunger problem informatively would consistently contrast the days of Dayton’s
prosperity versus the present. In particular, individuals would mention income inequality,
which had been affected by the loss of the manufacturing industry in Dayton. The same
individuals who spoke of the way that things used to be, stated that they believed that
very few of those outside of the center city were aware of the reality of Dayton’s hunger.
I4 stated that the churches are segregated and people in the suburbs do not know
people downtown. He noted that this problem leads to more mistrust and political
polarization: “A lot of the people that I know have great intentions and are concerned
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about poverty, but they don't go to church or dinner with anybody that is poor. From their
own experience they will say, ‘well, things aren't that bad.’”
I16 stated, “Hunger is something you don’t think about until you are hungry…the
same is true with climate change, or health issues. Maybe when earth blows a hole in
something people will acknowledge the problem. Americans’ human nature yields a
short-sided mindset about what is to come.”
In contrast, there were interviewees who reflected that people are not really
hungry at all in Dayton, and who mentioned that they believed that the economy was
going up. Some noted that a handful of the previously abandoned factories were again
hiring employees (at a fifty to seventy-five percent salary drop) as a sign of the local
economy being good.
Two conservative interviewees questioned the statistics they were given on
hunger. When one had the data referenced, they expressed concern and stated that they
believed no one in their circle knew about hunger in the city, and that their community
would see the economy as improving. The other responded by doubling down on their
view on hunger, stating that an individual could go to multiple food banks and church
food pantries in a row and get free food. He remarked that in his neighborhood in
Brooklyn fifty years ago people could get food from food lines even if they did not need
it. He mentioned that some people may be legitimately hungry, but it was their own fault:
“A reallocation of their resources would have helped them to overcome a multitude of
things: a loss of jobs, a loss of assets, broken families, father's leaving their families
behind, lack of education... they need to take responsibility and take care of their
problems. And that in no way minimizes the people who do need help overcoming their
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hurdles. Every Human Service issue is always someone else’s problem other than the
person who needs to get help.” The quantitative data suggests that while not all people
view hunger in such black and white individualistic terms, perhaps many do. It should
also be noted that the above individual served in a political role.
Question Three Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Question number three added another layer of depth to the research questions as it
revealed that a lack of awareness, or even doubt about the existence of hunger, is
associated with worldviews such as authoritarianism and individualism. This question
contributed to an affirmative answer to the third research question. Question number
three also agreed with theoretical marker number seven, which is that a theodicy of
fortune creates blindness to poverty. Christians in the suburbs were much less likely to
believe that hunger is a significant issue in Dayton in comparison to Christians in the city,
or non-Christians. In the qualitative data, while some were open to hearing about
Dayton’s hunger, there were others who maintained that hunger was an issue of choice.
Survey Question Four
This question was designed to continue to measure awareness of how much
importance individuals place on the problem of hunger in Dayton as it relates to actual
measures.
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Respondent Estimated Percent of Residents without Access to
Safe/Nutritious Food
Mean
28.0%
26%
22%
19%

21%
15%

14%

Mean
37.7%

15%

15%
9%

10%

9%
5% 4%

0-10%

11-20%

21-30%

4% 3%

3%

3% 1%

2% 0%

31-40%

41-50%
51-60%
61-70%
71-80%
81-90% 91-100%
Dayton
Suburbs
Thinking about the people in Dayton, about what percent do you think DO NOT have access to safe and nutritious food
on a regular basis?

Figure 4.4. Estimated Percentage of Hunger
This question was helpful in understanding basic awareness, because though the
majority of individuals did not have precise information on hunger statistics, they still
had many opinions. (Dayton’s actual percentage of hunger for families is 29.4 percent.)3
One strong finding was that of those who estimated that than 10 percent of the people in
Dayton were struggling with hunger, 39.4 percent were authoritarian and 69.6 percent
were non-authoritarian. With that, most non-authoritarians have very high estimates for
Dayton’s hunger rates, indicating a greater awareness of poverty. For further results see
Appendix B, Table B.4 and B.5.

3

Food Research and Action Council, Food Hardship in America (Washington, DC: 2016), 3.

161

Table 4.5 Authoritarianism by Hunger Estimate

10% or lower
More than 10%

Authoritarianism by Hunger Estimate
Authoritarian
NonAuthoritarian
50.0%
50.0%
39.4%
60.6%

N
24
127

In the qualitative data it was noted down when interviewees mentioned they either
had no information about hunger in Dayton or did not have an opinion about hunger in
Dayton. Each time this occurred, the interviewee would continue to talk for a minimum
of thirty minutes and sometimes up to an hour about their opinions on hunger and
poverty. I1, a business leader, noted that hunger was “outside her wheelhouse” and that
there were many more qualified individuals in the non-profit world who could respond.
She continued to state at length that the problem with poverty in Dayton was related to
drug usage and individuals needing more education that they might seek higher-skilled
work. She also noted that in impoverished minority homes, children had to deal with too
many issues to stick with some of the business training programs that her company was
pioneering. Her response implied that even though new skills training is needed in the
modern job market, education and skills-training does not work for the poor because of
drugs and family problems—particularly in minority homes.

Question Four Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Question number four again answered the research question number three:
authoritarianism creates political blindness to injustice and poverty. Data for this question
also supported research that finds authoritarians are more likely to have superficial
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contact with outgroups (in this case those struggling with poverty),4 as well as the
specific tendency to be less educated about current events.5
Survey Question Five
Question five in the awareness battery was asked to determine if individuals
assigned hunger issues to minorities at a greater rate than to Whites. This question was
used to assess if people assigned poverty more frequently to minorities.

Respondent Estimated Percent of Residents without Access who are
Minorities
Mean
46.1%

Mean
48.2%

24%
22%

12%13%

0-10%

14%
9% 10%

11-20%

7%
21-30%

8%

10%

31-40%

8% 7%
41-50%

51-60%

8% 9%

61-70%

13%
11%

71-80%

3% 4%

4% 5%

81-90%

91-100%

Dayton
Suburbs
What percentage of those who are going hungry do you think are minorities?

Figure 4.5. Estimated Percentage of Minorities

4

Thomas F. Pettigrew, “In Pursuit of Three Theories: Authoritarianism, Relative Deprivation, and
Intergroup Contact,” Annual Review of Psychology 67, no.1 (2016): 1–21
5

Chris G. Sibley and John Duckitt, “Personality and Prejudice: A Meta-analysis and Theoretical
Review. Personality and Social Psychology Review 12, no.3 (2008): 248–279.
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The strong majority clearly believed that hunger was equally divided between
minorities and Whites. I learned in the process of the research that there was a common
perception in Dayton that one-half of the center city was White, and the other half Black.
Therefore, this question was often answered automatically without much thought. The
actual breakdown is that the city is 39 percent Black, which is somewhat close to the
fifty/fifty lens through which the city of Dayton is commonly viewed.6 However, this
generalized demographic does not reflect the economic realities of each race in the city,
though both sides are considered poor. Perhaps this is the reason that there was no
difference in how individuals answered this question. This question could have been
phrased differently to discover whether ethnocentrism was a factor in how others viewed
poverty. However, it is also important to note that in national data the question of what
percentage of those who suffer from poverty are minorities is also most often answered as
“50 percent,” which is wrong.7 As stated in chapter 2, though minorities have higher
concentrations of poverty within their group, numerically there are far more White people
in poverty.
Quantitative data revealed that the only demographic that was much more likely
to estimate a higher proportion of those going hungry as being from minorities were those
with a higher household income. Qualitative data confirmed this connection, and
extensively elaborated on it.

6

United States Census Bureau, Quick Facts, Dayton City, OH, accessed August 18, 2018,
https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/daytoncityohio/PST045218.
7

Martin Gilens, “Racial Attitudes and Race-Neutral Social Policies: White Opposition to Welfare
and the Politics of Racial Inequality,” in Perception and Prejudice Race and Politics in the United States,
eds. Jon Hurwitz, and Mark Peffley, 171-201 (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1998), 173.
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Table 4.6 Mean Estimate of Hunger by Household Income
Mean Estimate of Hunger by Household Income
Mean %
Under $25,000
46.9%
$25,000 - $49,999
39.5%
$50,000 - $74,999
44.8%
$75,000 - $99,999
54.0%
$100,000 or more
58.2%

N
130
124
81
50
59

In the qualitative data, there was no question about the association between
ethnocentrism and perceptions of poverty. Well over half of those I interviewed were
overtly ethnocentric in their thinking on hunger in Dayton.

Figure 4.6. Ethnocentrism
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Several of those I asked about the relationship between hunger and minorities in
Dayton referenced the problem of “political correctness” in responding. After stating that
he thought being politically correct was unnecessary, I23 said that he believed that most
of those who were hungry were Black, and even used an analogy about animals:
I'm taken by a sign when you go into Yosemite, the sign says don't feed the
animals or they become dependent. I wonder if we are creating unintended
consequences by making people dependent upon us rather than helping them
survive on their own?....Also, no one would dispute that most Black people are
committing the crimes, therefore we do not have a prison problem. …Do you
think people of color want to take on the challenge to succeed?... Well I'd like to
see evidence of that, I've never seen any proof of that. They don't want to work
mundane jobs, they don't want to work entry-level or to work very hard. Why do
so many high paying jobs in this community go unfulfilled?
I11, who made reference to the problem of political correctness, stated that she
believed it was largely minorities that were struggling with hunger and that Black people
had a reputation of not wanting to change their situation for a reason. She mentioned
working with African-Americans in the past, not by highlighting their work ethic, but
saying that that the individuals in question did not budget their money well and spent it
on getting their hair and nails done and were too particular about their food.
I3 said that the majority of immigrants to the United States were Mexican, but to
discuss true numbers related to nationality or race would get you labeled a racist: “During
this campaign this country did not get past that, once you talk a ‘wall’ you are racist.”
I7, a pastor, noted that poverty was related to drugs and that it was mostly a Black
community issue. (In fact, heroin is a White issue in Dayton.) He tagged on to this the
comment that hunger is not really the issue in Dayton, and there is enough food.
Many who made racist statements would preface their words with, “I am not a
racist, but…” A standard example is the following from I8, who, when the conversation
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moved to the crisis in infant mortality among Black women in Dayton, said: “I am not a
racist, but I’m going to challenge the idea that infant mortality with Black woman is a
justice issue. We try to help Black churches and they do not want help. I hear some
saying there are food deserts in Dayton, but most food banks are getting stuff from the
government.”

Figure 4.7. States They are Not Racist
Question Five Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Question five on the survey should have been worded differently in order to
investigate ethnocentrism more thoroughly. However, in the qualitative data, this
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question revealed a stark association between ethnocentrism and interpretations of
poverty, as well as poverty relating to work ethic. Subsequently, question five answered
the second research question and second theoretical marker affirmatively. Those who
blame poverty on the individual use an ethnocentric lens. Theoretical framework markers
two, four, and six were supported by this set of data. Evangelicals’ theology of
individualism was a barrier to seeing ethnocentrism. The statement “I am not a racist,
but…” is likely to be followed with an ethnocentric statement. Given more than half of
the leaders interviewed in Dayton interpret poverty through an ethnocentric lens, there are
inevitably going to be significant obstacles to its alleviation.
Survey Question Six
This question asked participants if they personally knew someone struggling with
hunger. I compared this data to questions about their awareness of Dayton having the
second highest hunger rating for families by 2015.
Table A.6 in Appendix A shows that in the suburbs, those who were not regular
churchgoers or did not attend church, were more likely to have contact with hunger. This
difference did not hold with Dayton churchgoers, where familiarity with hunger was
stronger.
Individuals in Dayton were much more likely to know someone who was hungry
than those in the suburbs (37.3 percent versus 14.9 percent).
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Personally Know Someone Hungry
Dayton

Suburbs

38%

62%

15%

85%
Yes

No

Figure 4.8. Contact
Table A.7 in Appendix A shows a statistically significant difference in those who
are working age (25-64) as well as in terms of income level and home ownership.
Additionally, authoritarians were more likely not to have had contact with hunger.

Table 4.7 Authoritarianism and Hunger in Dayton and Suburbs
Do you personally know anyone in your
community who is struggling with hunger?

AUTHORITARIAN
Authoritarian

N

Non-

Yes

36.7%*

authoritarian
63.3%*

49

No

43.9%

56.1%

107

The qualitative data confirmed these findings and detailed very different results
for those with first-hand experience of hunger compared with those who did not have this
experience. The following figure shows overlapping correlations between experiencing
hunger and knowing someone else struggling with hunger. Frequently individuals in this
category would note lack of jobs or low pay as causes of hunger. Often informants
brought up the cliff effect. When individuals discussed the cliff effect in interviews and
focus groups they would either fault individuals or public bodies.
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During the first focus group, P3 said that he went without food in order to make
sure he had enough for his children, sometimes for as long as three days in a row. P4
remarked there were not enough food pantries and that the pantries that did exist often
run out of food. She has been the caretaker of her great nephew for the last three years
and needed to apply for assistance for him alone. She told the group that it took two years
to get $170 in food aid per month. Though she works, her income could not cover an
additional person. As someone who works at a food bank where they often run out of
food, P6 confirmed this experience
In plain contrast to those with experience of hunger, I7, who leads one of the
largest mega-churches in Dayton mentioned that people at their church are not very
exposed to poverty. He followed up by saying that poverty is a mindset. This pastor’s
notions illustrate the connection between lack of information and assumptions about
personal ethics when it comes to poverty.
Question Six Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Question six answered the second research question affirmatively. It was clear
that there are social structures that allow certain individuals to have less contact with
hunger, including income level, being career-aged, and owning a home. Being White had
some influence on less contact with hunger. Significantly, being Christian and
authoritarian were strong factors in not having contact or experience with hunger. New
light was shed on theoretical framework markers six and eight by these findings as well.
A theodicy of fortune blames the misfortune of poverty on negative mindsets. Biblical
teaching by leaders of large groups, such as pastors of mega-churches, filtered through
the lens of individualism and authoritarianism, has a ripple effect. It creates a culture
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where injustice is justified; where followers are insulated from the pain experienced by
outgroups; and where underdevelopment is condoned.
Survey Question Seven
For the seventh question, the survey software randomly assigned participants to
one of two groups. The first group was given Dayton’s exact hunger status and asked if
they were aware of this change. The second group was asked if they believed hunger in
Dayton had increased or decreased, without being given precise information on Dayton’s
hunger status. Groups one and two were analyzed to see if they responded to the
perceptions of causation battery differently, based on whether or not they had specific
information and/or personal contact (question six) with hunger.
The significant difference between these two groups for the remainder of the
survey was that those who received exact information on hunger in Dayton were less
likely to think charitable aid could solve the problem of hunger (p=.016).

Table 4.8 Solving Hunger in Dayton by Information Given
How to Solve Hunger in Dayton by Information Given
Public
Private
Received exact information
76.7%
23.3%
Did not receive exact information
66.5%
33.5%

N
236
221

Group two in this section responded with the majority in believing that hunger in
Dayton had increased. The highest two groups that believed that hunger had decreased
were Catholic Christians in the suburbs at 53.8 percent and those with a college degree or
higher in the suburbs at 40 percent. It is also notable that zero percent of non-white
individuals in the suburbs believed that hunger had decreased, while 27.1 percent of
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White individuals believed hunger had decreased. There was no significant difference
along racial or religious lines in the city of Dayton concerning whether individuals
believed hunger had increased or decreased.
The following figure gives general results on whether respondents believed
hunger had increased or decreased. See Appendix B, and tables B.6 through B.8 for
further detailed information.

Perceived Change in Hunger Level

69%

67%

22%
9%

26%

8%

Increased

Decreased
Stayed the same
Dayton Suburbs
Over the past 10 years, do you think the percentage of families who struggle with hunger has increased,
decreased, or stayed the same?

Figure 4.9. Perceived Change in Hunger
Tables A.7 and A.8 in Appendix A parallel the data from questions seven and six
by comparing if someone had personal contact with hunger and their guess about whether
hunger had gone up or down. Those who had contact with hunger were significantly more
likely to say the percentage of people who were hungry had increased (p=.041). Regular
churchgoers in Dayton were significantly more likely to say that hunger had increased
than those in the suburbs. Suburban churchgoers who very frequently attended church, or
who were Catholic, had no awareness of the increase in hunger.
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In Dayton, working age, non-White, lower income, the unemployed or
underemployed, and those who rented rather than owned homes, were more likely to
know someone who was hungry, in addition to being aware hunger had increased. In the
suburbs, individuals also were more likely to have contact with hunger if they rented or
were of working age. The other differences did not hold for Dayton. There were
significant differences in the suburbs depending on gender and awareness. Qualitative
data offered similar connections as previous sections, such as the responses to question
six.
Question Seven Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Question number seven also contributes to an affirmative answer for the third
research question because White suburban churchgoers were much less likely to believe
hunger had increased than non-churchgoers or city churchgoers.
Survey Question Eight
This first question in the perceptions of poverty battery established initial
impulses towards development through civic mechanisms versus private mechanisms.
This first question contributes to the research question on individualism. The data
collected by this question was the most unexpected by far. As the tables detail in
Appendix B, B.9 through B.10, the vast majority of Daytonians, both in the suburbs (90.7
percent) and the center city (93.5 percent), supported governmental intervention into
hunger.
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Think Government Should Assist

Dayton

94%

Suburbs

7%

91%

Yes

9%

No

Do you think the government should assist those who are hungry?

Figure 4.10. Government Assistance
In order to understand the puzzling reason conservatives supported
governmental intervention into hunger, I brought this information to the focus groups and
interviews, where the quantitative data was confirmed and demystified.
One factor, made plain already from polling data, was that one could easily
find strong Donald Trump voters who seemed to be unaware of the economic
implications of his party’s platform. There were voters I spoke with who voted for
Trump, while also receiving Medicaid or Social Security, and similarly believed the
government should help the hungry. Additionally, there are several White Labor
members in Dayton who were Trump supporters—a similar conflict of values
economically.
The second significant factor discovered through these conversations was that
the type of support those who back Trump expected was different from those who did not
vote for Trump. An obvious point was that Trump voters expect the government to tackle
hunger by creating jobs.
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When I brought up the survey results in this matter to the pastor focus group, a
pastor responded by reflecting, “Trump was pushing really heavily that he would increase
employment across the country. I think Christian Evangelicals have no problem with the
idea that if a man doesn't work he doesn't eat. So, let's find ways that people can work.”
I19 said that he believes conservatives may hope that the government will
bring the right people to the table, who would lead by encouraging businesses and
charities to take charge of this crisis. He also mentioned that the government should not
itself become involved financially. He noted that the middle class who had lost jobs were
voting out of self-interest.
Others I interviewed reflected that this self-interest was revealed in the polls
with regard to race and not class. Tellingly, a White union leader (I18) mentioned that the
“middle class” was tired of paying the tax bill to support the “lower class,” who needed to
get off welfare and get jobs. This was after suggesting that too much tax money goes to
single mothers and in response to a question about whether minorities or Whites were
carrying the burden of hunger in Dayton.
A moderate county commissioner said that he saw the word “hunger” as a key
in rallying both sides to the cause of fighting poverty in Dayton. To say “hunger” rather
than “poverty” unifies people from both sides in wanting more public solutions. Perhaps
using the word “hunger” in the surveys produced a greater pro-government response than
the word “poverty” might have done.
I15, a political science professor, mentioned that the key to winning
Presidential elections was to get as many independents as possible out to vote, in addition
to one’s party’s base—which Trump achieved. Because many who may not consider
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themselves aligned with either of the main parties voted for Trump, divergent views on
political economics were reflected in the unusual voting patterns and therefore also in
these survey results.
Cliff Effect
As mentioned in the previous section, many informants brought up the idea of the
cliff effect (CE), and clearly fell into one of two camps: the cliff effect is due to a fault in
the individual, or the cliff effect is due to a fault in the governmental structures. Referring
to the CE was a helpful tool when analyzing the differences between those who care
about poverty, but approach solutions very differently.
CE Individual
Conservative interviewees would bring up the CE, stating the onus of
responsibility for financial success when experiencing the CE is entirely on the person. In
these cases, the CE often appeared as a subjective interpretation along with theological
notions such as relationalism, personal responsibility, and the oft-repeated scripture
among conservative interviewees: if a man does not work, he should not eat.
Well-meaning politicians providing a safety net has actually trapped people in
poverty, there's research that shows that. Some would say it's for the vote and I
want to try to be politically correct: we have flaming liberal Democrats within
our community and we have upper class White Republicans. We want to work
with people in [the churches charitable program] to go from a nine dollar an
hour job to a nineteen or eighteen dollar an hour job to make up for all those
lost benefits (I9).
I8 felt that the solution to government aid was to “turn the welfare system into
a workfare system” that would enable people to receive “welfare” and not lose their

176

benefits if they made over $22,500, by working further for those benefits. He went on to
say:
People that believe there's a work ethic issue take their belief from the fact that
now we're into the third generation of welfare recipients and there are a
significant number of people that would say it's easier to take welfare because
they cannot get a job and if they do get a job at such low pay they can’t even
hardly afford to get there and back….The more the government provides
subsistence living the less people will get a job. It is a disincentive for people
to work. It is not just the government’s fault because there is a certain amount
of individual choice.
During the focus group with pastors, the idea that welfare hurts the poor was
mentioned frequently. At one point I asked what they meant by “welfare,” since cash
assistance is very rare and extremely difficult to come by. Furthermore, while housing
assistance still exists, it is out of reach for most (as mentioned in chapter two, only 25
percent of those eligible for federal housing assistance receive help, due to lack of
funding.8 There is evidence to show that housing is a primary factor in poverty.) It
seemed that the pastors were not aware that cash assistance had all but disappeared, but
they then stated that SNAP benefits were so plentiful that they were practically the same
as welfare.9 Pastors also mentioned free childcare as an example of welfare, and that “we

8
Will Fischer, and Barbara Sard, “Chart Book: Federal Housing Spending Is Poorly Matched to
Need,” Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, March 8, 2017,
https://www.cbpp.org/research/housing/chart-book-federal-housing-spending-is-poorly-matched-to-need.
9

This is so factually inaccurate it bears stating that SNAP benefits equal about $4 per person per
day and there are not enough to last the month, there are work requirements for most food stamp and
childcare recipients, and only 55% of food insecure individuals are eligible for SNAP. Center for Budget
and Policy Priorities, “Policy Basics: The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP),” February
13, 2018, https://www.cbpp.org/research/policy-basics-introduction-to-the-supplemental-nutritionassistance-program-snap. Craig Gundersen, et al., Map the Meal Gap: Child Food Insecurity 2011;
Feeding America, 2011, https://www.feedingamerica.org/sites/default/files/research/map-the-mealgap/2009/2009-mapthemealgap-exec-summary.pdf.
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might have cut cash assistance, but we gave it a different name.” In all the interviews,
Christians were by far the most likely to bring up “welfare.”
In the same vein, three individuals brought up Ruby Payne. (Payne is a native
Ohioan who has been criticized for not factoring systemic issues in her wide-spread
writings on poverty, as detailed in chapter two.) Most often mentioning her writings was
coupled with the comment that the economic fault lies with the individual. For example,
I8 mentioned Ruby Payne’s thoughts on how different classes have different
assumptions. The example he used was of a man who was fired at a Caterpillar plant for
being on his cell phone because he did not understand the unspoken rules of the middle
class.
The following are the coded data correlations when interviewees referenced
the CE in an individualistic context.
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Figure 4.11. Cliff Effect Individualism
Structural Cliff Effect
A Catholic priest who brought up the CE, mentioned that it would be helpful to
continue to give parents child care vouchers as their income increases and that some
studies reveal positive results from giving cash assistance to those with low incomes.
With cash assistance, he said, individuals would have greater ability to improve their
money-making potential.
In one focus group, some individuals mentioned that people in fact got less money
if they did not participate in work requirements or back to school programs, which does
not solve the problem of children needing food immediately. Several participants noted
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that $200 extra in food assistance per child per month is not enough. P8 said, “Tell me
one person in this room that can eat off $200 a month and then they have enough nerve to
say you need to eat healthy. How can I eat healthy when I can't even buy a decent apple
that doesn't have pesticides on it?”
P3 is on early Social Security due to injuries he sustained that require frequent
surgeries. He receives $755 a month and told the group that if he gets a $2 increase in his
benefits that his rent will be increased $1 and the job center will take away $5 in SNAP
benefits. The gain of $2 in SSI will lead to a loss of $4 overall.
P1 works part-time and is in school. His epilepsy medication costs $700 a month,
and he makes $900 as an insurance salesman. He gets partial Medicaid to cover his
medicine, but if he makes one dollar more than $900 in a month he will lose his medical
benefits.
I13, who runs one of Dayton’s large food banks, said that she has had more
people in the last two years who are working but cannot make ends meet than those who
are unemployed. For example, one client who is working had come the day before with
three young children, because she could not get enough hours to feed her family. Yet
when she was unemployed she was in a similar position economically because of
receiving Medicaid and SNAP.
It is noteworthy that there were instances when individuals mentioned that
solving hunger required both structural and individual solutions. I address this later in this
chapter.
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Question Eight Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Question number eight produced unexpected results. Even so, data from this
question thoroughly supported the research question number three. Additionally, the
qualitative data provided answers towards supporting theoretical framework markers six
and nine. Shortfalls in safety net programs are blamed on individuals, most of whom
have to work to receive these benefits. In particular, Christians blame poverty on the poor
using an individualistic and authoritarian lens: for example, the pastors who referenced
the CE in the qualitative data section of this question. Both of these pastors are positioned
as experts on poverty in churches with hundreds of attendees. In the same way that the
authors of Toxic Charity, or The Least of These, may offer clues about injustice without
providing all the facts, church leaders can create political blindness by furthering a
hegemony of belief that is embedded in a theodicy of fortune and misfortune.
Survey Question Nine
Question nine assessed individualism. The question was asked in two parts in
order to discover if there was a difference between bootstrap individualism as it related to
causes of hunger and poverty, versus bootstrap individualism as it related to success
(Please see Appendix A, Tables A.9 and A.10).
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Cause of Struggling

Dayton

Suburbs

22%

78%

29%

71%

Internal (Poor/Good Work Ethic)

External (Factors outside of control/Opportunities)

Thinking about the people in Dayton, which of the following comes closest to your views:
Those who struggle with hunger do so because of a poor work ethic OR those who struggle with hunger do so
because of factors outside their control that affect their ability to have enough money to buy food

Figure 4.12. Cause of Struggling
Cause of Not Struggling

Dayton

Suburbs

26%

74%

29%

Internal (Poor/Good Work Ethic)

71%

External (Factors outside of control/Opportunities)

Thinking about the people in Dayton, which of the following comes closest to your views:
Those who do not struggle with hunger have a good work ethic OR those who do not struggle with hunger have
had opportunities that have affected their ability to have enough money to buy food

Figure 4.13. Cause of Not Struggling

White regular churchgoers were significantly more likely to attribute
struggling with hunger to a bad work ethic than are other respondents (p=.006).
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Table 4.9. Cause of Struggling Christian and White
Cause of Struggling with Hunger by Church Attendance and Whiteness
Internal (bad work
External (outside
ethic)
factors)
White regular churchgoer (attendance at
34.3%
65.7%
least once a week)
Not white regular churchgoer
18.6%
81.4%

N
70
230

Less than a quarter (21.4 percent) who thought the government should help, also
blamed work ethic. Just over half of those who said the government should not help
blamed work ethic. This is significant (p=.000).
Table 4.10. Cause of Struggling and Government Assistance
Do you think that the

Total

government should assist
those who are hungry?
Yes
Thinking of the
people in Dayton,
which of the
following comes
closest to your views?

Those who struggle with
hunger do so because of a
poor work ethic
Those who struggle with
hunger do so because of
factors outside their control
that affect their ability to
have enough money to buy
food
N

Total

No

21.4%

51.6%

23.4%

78.6%

48.4%

76.6%

435

31

466

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

Those with authoritarian attitudes were much more likely to attribute not
struggling with hunger to internal factors. This difference was statistically significant
(p=.006). Struggling with hunger did not become significant when only looking at
authoritarianism among all races.
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Table 4.11. Cause of Struggling Authoritarian
Cause of not struggling with hunger by authoritarianism (White respondents)
Internal
External
(good
(outside
work
factors)
ethic)
AUTHORITARIAN
40.6%
59.4%
NON-AUTHORITARIAN
14.0%
86.0%

N

32
50

Trump voters were significantly more likely to say that hunger was a result of
internal factors though many do see external causes of poverty. They were also much
more likely to say that the cause of not suffering from hunger was due to internal factors,
though this difference only very closely approaches significance (p=.051). Those who
personally knew someone struggling from hunger were significantly less likely to
attribute struggling to poor work ethic (p=.003).

Table 4.12 Cause of Struggling with Hunger by Trump Vote
Cause of Struggling with Hunger by Trump Vote

TRUMP VOTERS
NON-TRUMP VOTERS

Internal
(poor
work
ethic)
32.2%
17.4%

External
(outside
factors)

N

67.8%
82.6%

118
207

Internal
(good
work
ethic)
31.0%
21.3%

External
(outside
factors)

N

69.0%
78.7%

116
207

Table 4.13 Cause of Not Struggling with Hunger by Trump Vote
Cause of Not Struggling with Hunger by Trump Vote

TRUMP VOTERS
NON-TRUMP VOTERS
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Table 4.14 Cause of Struggling with Hunger by Contact
Cause of Struggling with Hunger by Contact

KNOW SOMEONE STRUGGLING WITH HUNGER
DO NOT KNOW SOMONE

Internal
(poor
work
ethic)
15.6%
27.7%

External
(outside
factors)

N

84.4%
72.3%

160
314

The qualitative data elaborated on the quantitative data. Those with
authoritarian characteristics, or who were White and Christian, tended to blame poverty
on a poor work ethic. I9 said: “Back in 1964 the government said we're going to have a
war on poverty, we're going to solve this. But look at the situation over fifty years later!
The fastest way to get a person out of poverty is to get them a good job.”
I10 discussed poverty using an example of immigrants from South and Central
America who made the best of their situation by repairing a dilapidated house to live in
and also sent their daughter to community college: “It just shows you that with a little
ingenuity and a lot of hard work that opportunities abound.”
Similarly, I23 referred to his own family’s immigration and said that his
mother worked every day for a dollar a day. He said that when he was eight he would
collect old newspapers at five in the morning to sell at the junk yard for a penny per 2-3
pounds. He mentioned immigrants from Central America when discussing causes of
poverty: “Mexicans are sending billions of dollars back home….Their approach to life is
somewhat different than some people who may be were born here. Why can one group of
people make it and others can't?” (speaking about Black people). He went on to say, “If
you walk down any street you can see signs outside that have help wanted ads.…You
have to ask yourself where does one get the money to buy drugs but you can't buy
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food?.... It's not politically correct to say ‘it's your fault that you're hungry, it's your fault
that you don't want to work…if someone had ever asked me if I was hungry I would say
‘yes, last night my wife said she was hungry so we went to dinner.’ …that is why we had
such a strange election this year because people sense there is something wrong with how
we were dealing with people.”
When I21 was asked if poverty is related to work ethic he stated:
Yes. McDonald’s is hiring. I don’t know for what percentage of individuals
that is true, less than 50 percent. I was in McDonald’s the other day and the
service was horrible. There were a whole bunch of people behind the counter
on the phone or talking to each other and only two people serving food. It was
clear that there was a lack of education about how to act on the job. … a
couple people I know personally can get more money from the government by
not working at all than if they went to McDonalds and worked for $9-10 an
hour. [McDonalds does not pay $10 an hour.] That is a broken system, we
should reward people wanting to work and improving their employability.
[The new manufacturing company] is progress. If someone said it is not
because General Motors started at $18, my response would be to listen and
then lovingly say that we need to remember too that General Motors went
bankrupt.
I11 responded to a question on minorities and poverty by suggesting that the
Black community did not want to improve their station due to a cultural work ethic:
They wanted to take that population and disperse them. it would be better if
they were not congregated and dispersed out into different areas so there
would be positive peer pressure or they would see other people and say, ”gosh,
they have that why can't I have that” and kind of get them going in that
direction.…It's very interesting how you have people come from other
countries and embrace America and its opportunities while other people who
were raised here think that there is nothing and the world is out to get them.
It’s like, hard work solves a lot of your problems. And working hard is not just
working forty hours punching a time clock and going home.
In the pastor focus group, the entire conversation on hunger in Dayton focused
on the personal shortcomings of the poor—even among those leaders with large
benevolence ministries. One ministry worker mentioned that he and other pastors are
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“heavily involved in the helping without healing movement, the whole ‘Toxic Charity’
issue. I think the things that we've done in the past have exacerbated the problem rather
than solved them, we've treated chronic problems as if they were a crisis and created
giveaways that don't allow people to participate in their own situation….It's almost like
the only issue that we really care about socially is abortion instead of finding solutions to
the reality that without a job you don't eat.” Another pastor agreed by saying, “There's no
solution to poverty without a job.”
With only one exception, each person above said they had not had personal
contact with Daytonians who were hungry. Following the data, not having contact with
poverty is a significant obstacle to understanding root causes. However, this problem did
not prevent leaders from having strong opinions. Coding for not having contact with
hunger was closely correlated with ethnocentrism, individualism, and claiming that
workers are too unskilled to be employable.
Some individuals remarked that charitable aid for hunger was detrimental in
solving hunger. I8 referred to the book When Helping Hurts in comparison with what he
saw as a failed attempt to alleviate poverty in Dayton. A large church provided sixteen
thousand Thanksgiving baskets of food over the span of several years to families with
low-incomes. He saw the effort as a failure because no-one who received food ended up
coming to their church “We have nothing to show for it …we backed away from doing
what we're doing because a lot of people got burned out by seeing no results and saw the
genuine dependence that toxic charity creates.” I21 noted that, “a lot of hunger programs
just focus on giving people a hand out instead of trying to minister to people by teaching
them to fish.” It seems as if the goal should be feeding hungry families than garnering
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church attendance. Ron Sider used this very example of holiday food baskets as not
going far enough to fight the injustice that is causing hunger to begin with. However, this
church’s goal was neither hunger nor injustice, but church attendance.10
Those who noted structural problems lead to hunger often had very lucid
descriptions of what the hungry are going through and data to support their examples.
Occasionally, individuals prescribed a combination of public and private solutions.
Because of the frequent way a mixture of problems and solutions were mentioned in
relation to structural poverty, the data from qualitative samplings produced a less clear
visual representation than the individualism data and sub-data. For example, I15
frequently mentioned the loss of jobs, White flight, and that “working at McDonalds is
just not going to do it.” He also noted that “just changing the structure is not the answer
alone, we have to attract new businesses to the community.”
When I asked if he believed if hunger in Dayton was due to outside issues or
lack of individual initiative, he replied, “I would argue that the outside forces have a way
of destroying individual initiative.” He spoke of his father who worked hard at a factory
job, and similar community members with only a high school education who lost their
jobs and whose initiative began to die after repeatedly being turned away from livingwage employment opportunities. “We were such a hard-working, blue collar, middleclass city with a lot of individual initiative. We were driven by individual initiative.”
I18 suggested there needs to be better training programs in grade schools to
prepare people for the jobs that exist now. With that, he mentioned that wages had to
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Ronald J. Sider, Rich Christians in an Age of Hunger: Moving from Affluence to Generosity
(Nashville, TN: Thomas Nelson, 2005), 106.
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improve: “You can’t retain employees when people are chasing fifty-cent raises per year.
It is discouraging when you can’t make enough to sustain quality of life year after year; it
will burn a person out.”
In response to the same question put to Christians, I17 mentions structural
roots to poverty: “Who we are as Christians should cause us to change [unjust] systems.
It is not an either/or: we have to love mercy and we have to do the work of compassion. I
have many friends who believe you can pull yourself up from your bootstraps. There is
individual choice, but not everybody has the same ability to make good and wise
decisions. We don’t all have the same ability once we have made a bad choice, to get
back up and start again.”
Regarding questions of personal responsibility, focus group P1 said:
I don't view it as a lack of personal responsibility, but a lack of opportunity.
Most of the jobs that I and others are searching for are not downtown. They
are in the suburbs. Even if those jobs pay $12-14 an hour it still will not cover
the cost of transportation with DP&L [Dayton's public bus system]. How are
we supposed to transport ourselves or even buy a car to get to a decent paying
job. The lack of opportunity in Dayton, I believe, is the reason we have this
food epidemic.
Focus group P10 said: “I am totally in favor of breakfast for kids, lunches for
kids, and if they stay after school give them a snack. Because if you just want to be
practical, when kids are well fed they do better in school and we're in a world where we
are competing with other countries.”
Question Nine Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Question nine affirmatively answered all three research questions. The data from
question nine provides a clear indication that the combination of individualism and
authoritarianism is White; that individualists and authoritarians believe those with the
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lowest incomes are Black; and consequently, that Christians have poverty blindness. This
data also agreed with theoretical markers one, two, three, four, six, seven, and eight.
Republican voters are more likely to be individualistic, racial attribution increases
individualism, and White Evangelicalism is correlated with individualism.
Evangelicalism in particular creates poverty blindness: Evangelical belief is a barrier to
seeing one’s ethnocentrism and is used to justify these beliefs. Because poverty is seen to
result from individual failings, Evangelicals perpetuate injustice by claiming public
problems are private matters. In a Durkheimian fashion, protestant Evangelicalism’s
theodicy assigns simplistic meanings to the distribution of fortune/misfortune.
Survey Question Ten
Question ten was posed to determine whether respondents see hunger as
something that should be remedied, and if so, whether it should be solved by public or
private means. (Appendix A, Tables A.11 and A.12).
As with question eight, Daytonians overwhelmingly supported public
solutions to hunger. Again, there were nuances to the types of public assistance people
favored, which are discussed in the qualitative data. The city center and the suburbs were
essentially the same in data. There was little difference between Christians and nonChristians. There were some statistical differences along racial and economic lines
among respondents in Dayton. This significance did not hold in the suburbs.
Significant differences included that individuals with authoritarian attitudes
were more likely to favor private means over public means as a way of dealing with
hunger issues (40.4 percent vs. 27.7 percent of those with non-authoritarian attitudes).
Additionally, those who knew someone suffering from hunger personally were
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significantly more likely to give higher likelihood of public means to solve the problem
(p=.020). The most significant difference for this question was between groups one and
two in question number seven. Those who received the exact information on Dayton’s
hunger status were much more likely to favor public solutions (p=.016).

Table 4.15 Likelihood of Public Solving Hunger Problem (Public) by Contact
Likelihood of Public Solving Hunger Problem (Public) by Contact
Very likely
Somewhat likely
Know someone struggling with hunger
32.3%
53.7%
Do not know someone
21.5%
58.6%

Not at all likely
14.0%
19.9%

N
164
331

Table 4.16 How to Solve Hunger in Dayton by Information Given
How to Solve Hunger in Dayton by Information Given
Public
Private
Received exact information
76.7%
23.3%
Did not receive exact information
66.5%
33.5%

N
236
221

Those who support private solutions to hunger, predictably did not think the
government should be involved.
Table 4.17 Public Private Aid and Governmental Help Crosstabulation
Do you think that the government

Total

should assist those who are hungry?
Yes

No

Do you think the issue of hunger

Public

76.0%

22.6%

72.3%

in Dayton should be solved by

Private

24.0%

77.4%

27.7%

public or private means?

N

416

31

447

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

Total

In the qualitative data there were significant findings among Christians
concerning private or charitable solutions to poverty. The results for charitable solutions
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to poverty were so strong in their individual/private solution proclivity that I termed them
“hyper relationalism.” Among Christians and Christian leaders there was both a high
emphasis on work ethic and the need for church members to guide those in Dayton out of
poverty by mentoring (usually expressed as paternal authoritarianism) and providing
spiritual solutions to personal problems.
For example, in the pastor focus group, after I9 detailed the churches’
charitable initiatives towards dealing with the problem of hunger in Dayton, I continued
to ask questions about housing and healthcare costs as a factor in hunger, wondering how
charitable initiatives would solve these issues. In response, the pastor continued to
describe partnerships with Habitat for Humanity and food banks at the church as
alternatives to SNAP. He then said it was the church’s job to step up and solve the
problem of hunger by empowering people, through mentoring, to stop accepting
handouts, and seek higher wage jobs as opposed to “flipping burgers.” He mentioned
that the church should encourage its congregation’s business people to provide more jobs
for others. I pressed further by asking him to clarify if it was the churches’ responsibility
to provide jobs. He said yes, “I think the church has some responsibility in job creation,
we have a microfund here [at their church] to help under-served people start businesses.
We had one of our [individuals who are part of their program] who has a learning
disability start a ‘joyful cleaning’ business which we provided some funds and mentoring
towards.” He went on to describe another church with a business fund that encouraged
small start-ups among its parishioners
I14 agreed, saying, “We need to be [encouraging business people] on what can
you do Monday through Friday in the areas that you influence that could possibly provide
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a job here or there…The burden I feel is to maybe encourage some smart entrepreneurs
who can think outside of the box. After a while you get enough churches that think that
way we could start making a dent in a very real and personal way.” He went on to say
that the easy way is to hand a person ten dollars, but this is detrimental to both parties,
because it does not allow them to connect relationally. This form of individualism is
notable because it illustrates how deeply the idea of private responsibility is entrenched,
i.e., to the point where the onus of responsibility for job creation as a solution to poverty
is on individuals as well as charities. In contrast, data shows that job creation is a product
of larger economic structures, such as the need for aggregate demand (higher average
household spending ability via higher wages creates jobs at a macro level), and structural
adjustments (laws that prevent poverty wages, tax adjustments, exploitive housing prices,
etc.).11
When I asked for thoughts on the paradox of those who voted for Trump
believing in government aid, I21 said, “The church will abdicate the responsibilities of
building relationships, hoping the government will solve the problem.”
Mixed Relationalism
Even those with a high tendency to remark on structural issues in poverty,
Christians still discussed relational issues as they relate to systemic issues. For example,
I20 said:
I think the key is to build a more robust community and authentic
relationships, real relationships, where the bonds of trust are created,
sustained, and defended over time. That is the only way we can negotiate the
11

Josh Bivens, “Recommendations for Creating Jobs and Economic Security in the U.S.,”
Economic Policy Institute, March 27, 2018, https://www.epi.org/publication/creating-jobs-and-economicsecurity/.
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intra-systemic. I think individuals have to learn in community and they have to
come up with pragmatic solutions of empowerment. I'm for collective
resistance within community. It's sort of like Freire.
I4 noted that economic inequality had grown worse in Dayton and as a result
there was more distrust and polarization. There were people in the suburbs with good
intentions, but who did not know anyone that was hungry and did not know the severity
of poverty in Dayton. He saw a remedy in people from different economic situations
spending more time together having dinners, going to church together and having their
kids play together.
Similarly, I17 said, “closeness to the situation makes all the difference in the
world—when people share common experiences all kinds of things happen. I am in
ministry to facilitate common experiences.” Most ministry leaders and pastors who
remarked on systemic issues would talk about the importance of suburban church
members developing relationships in the inner city across class and racial lines. This
interviewee went on to say:
A lot of people work incredibly hard and do the right thing, but society does
not give them an opportunity…. I don’t get why life is so hard for some people
no matter what. We cannot change that, but we can impact society,
institutions, and can make a difference in what people experience. There are
elements of individual choice that we don’t have control of, so as a society we
try to provide an environment to help each individual succeed.
All those who emphasized public solutions to poverty mentioned advocacy
and the importance of better leadership for Dayton. In the first focus group, several
participants who often found themselves in agreement over the problems in Dayton
suggested calling politicians in Dayton together. However, some mentioned that they had
already called leaders, but to no avail, and that they believe politicians would only
represent tax paying constituents and campaign donors.
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I16 mentioned that the problem with Dayton was a lack of city planning and
focus on infrastructure, saying: “If something doesn’t make sense it’s because it is about
dollars; uncomplicate it. Something like putting a man on the moon is complicated, but
we did it. Pulling oil out of earth and refining it is complicated; feeding people is not.
Uncomplicate it.”

Figure 4.14. Leadership Problems

Question Ten Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Question number ten confirmed research question number three. Findings for
this question also agreed with theoretical markers seven and eight. In this question, the
data revealed poverty blindness through the individualistic belief that macro-economic
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systems rely on charitable aid and individual effort, rather than on just and effectual
economic development. The data from this question is in step with Emerson and Smith’s
“Evangelical relationalism,” where economic disparities are blamed on poor interpersonal
relationships.12

Survey Questions Eleven and Twelve
This question was used to assess how much faith individuals had in public or
private solutions to hunger in Dayton. Tables A.13 and A.14 in Appendix A show that in
both the suburbs and Dayton, hope in public solutions was higher among those who were
unemployed or underemployed and did not own their home. In Dayton, there was
stronger belief in public solutions among women, non-white and low-income individuals.
White and Christian individuals were much more likely to have faith in private solutions
to hunger. The suburbs also had a large difference in households with children favoring
private solutions.
Question Eleven Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
Question eleven confirmed research question one because White Christians
were the most likely to believe in individualism. The data also agreed with theoretical
markers six, seven and eight, because of an emphasis on personal solutions by those most
removed from the problem of hunger.

Survey Question Twelve

12

Michael Emerson and Christian Smith, Divided by Faith: Evangelical Religion and the Problem
of Race in America (Oxford; New York: Oxford University Press, 2000), 78.
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The final questions of the survey concerned voting patterns. This data was
used to understand how Christian and non-Christian participants’ perceptions of poverty
corresponded with voting policy.

Table 4.18 Presidential Election Dayton
Vote for President
Hillary Clinton
Donald Trump
Gary Johnson
Jill Stein
Another candidate
N
Total

%
56.2%
31.6%
5.8%
1.5%
4.9%
269
100.0%

Table 4.19 Presidential Election Suburbs
Vote for President
Donald Trump
Hillary Clinton
Gary Johnson
Jill Stein
Another candidate
N
Total

%
58.6%
32.9%
1.4%
1.4%
5.7%
70
100.0%

Trump voters were overwhelmingly more White than Black, compared to nonTrump voters. This difference was statistically significant (p=.000).
Table 4.20 Presidential Election and Race

Trump voter
Non-Trump voter

Race by Trump Support
White
95.0%
53.4%

Black
5.0%
46.6%

N
119
191

Further data showed that Trump voters were more likely to be White and
authoritarian. White Trump voters were also the least likely to agree that the government
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should assist those who are hungry, though many of them do believe the government
should help. The same did not apply to non-white Trump voters. Trump voters were
significantly more likely to be Christian than non-Trump voters (p=.001). The qualitative
data confirmed the quantitative data and gave a picture of the differences between those
who voted contrarily.

Table 4.21. White Authoritarian by Trump Support

Trump voter
Non-Trump voter

White Authoritarian by Trump Support
White
Not White
Authoritarian
Authoritarian
40.5%
59.5%
10.0%
90.0%

N
37
70

Table 4.22. Government Should Help by Trump Support (White Voters)

Trump voter
Non-Trump voter

Government Should Help by Trump Support (White Voters)
Yes
No
83.3%
16.7%
95.0%
5.0%

N
108
101

Table 4.23. Government Should Help by Trump Support (Non-White Voters)
Government Should Help by Trump Support (Non-White Voters)
Yes
No
Trump voter
100.0%
0.0%
Non-Trump voter
98.2%
1.8%

N
12
109

Table 4.24 Christian by Trump Support

Trump voter
Non-Trump voter

Christian by Trump Support
Christian
Non-Christian
58.9%
41.1%
40.9%
59.1%

N
124
208

I23 voted for Trump and said: “I had to hold my nose and vote, because I
believe strongly in a Supreme Court that defends the Constitution. The Constitution is a
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wonderful document. The Press is a big problem too. If you look at countries where
things suddenly go awry, the Press is a big problem.”
A business owner (I11) reflected on why she voted for Trump, saying, “A lot
of the business owners that I know are happy that a businessman is going to be president,
all that craziness aside. But, the fact of more pro-business taxation is going to be good for
the economy.”
In contrast, I18 remarked on how he felt the Republicans have wiped out the
middle class and that he saw Trump pander to that: “You saw how they all [the other
Republicans] eventually came out to support Trump. He capitalized on the disgust with
Washington and didn't change his tone one bit when they told him to tone it down.”
Similarly, I5 remarked on the racial issues that often arose in the campaign:
“People voted for a certain candidate because they thought they would get more out of
them just because they're the same race.”
I14 observed the disconnect between biblical faithfulness and the political
participation of Christians:
I told my wife that if I was not a Christian, I do not know if I could find Jesus
through the church. The church is such a counter picture of the real Jesus.
Mother Teresa always said the real Jesus, the true Jesus, the resurrected Jesus,
is not a Republican. What’s happening in White Evangelical Christianity right
now is: I’m a Republican, Jesus is a Republican. There is never going to be
real conversion until they bring Jesus into their worldview. In the Gospels,
Jesus said ‘follow me’ eighty-seven times. Only twice did he say, ‘believe in
me.’ The problem with Evangelical Christianity is that we reduce our faith to
a system of doctrinal beliefs rather than a radical way of life.
Question Twelve Confirmation with Research Questions and Theoretical Framework
This final question supported research questions one, where White
authoritarianism in particular is associated with individualism against non-white
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expressions of authoritarianism. This final question also shed new light on theoretical
markers one, three, seven and nine. Those who voted for Trump were likely to be
Evangelical, individualists and believe that poverty is a matter best solved privately.
Trump voters were diverse socioeconomically, yet those with low-incomes often voted
against their own economic interests. This phenomenon reflects how the hegemony of
belief creates consent.

Research Questions Revisited
1.

Is the majority demographic that subscribes to philosophies of
individualism and authoritarianism White?
Most White Daytonians in the city and suburbs leaned towards

authoritarianism, and with that were most often concerned about crime and gun violence
before hunger. Daytonian White Christians were more authoritarian than others. Trump
voters were also White and authoritarian, and most likely to be Christian. Christian
authoritarians were much less likely to know someone who was hungry or to be aware of
hunger, while simultaneously having very strong opinions that hunger is caused by poor
work ethic. Suburban Christians and individualists thought hunger in Dayton had
decreased.
White Trump voters and White Christians were very likely to see struggling
with hunger as a result of a poor work ethic. Those who saw hunger as an issue to do with
work ethic also tended to believe that the government should not help.
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2.

Due to the hegemony of authoritarianism and individualism, do Christians
have a political blindness concerning injustice and poverty?
Authoritarians were the least likely to believe in governmental aid for hunger,

however most still favored governmental intervention. Qualitative data helped untangle
this paradox by showing that authoritarians supported governmental intervention by
different means from non-authoritarians. One way to identify divergent views on
governmental intervention was by their conflicting views on the cliff effect. Individualists
saw the cliff effect as the fault of the individual, while structuralists saw the cliff effect as
the fault of the government.
Christians leaned towards private solutions more than most. The qualitative
data had very descriptive examples of how Christians viewed private support, consistent
with a highly relational theology where interpersonal, private aid was viewed as integral
to faith. Qualitative data on Christians who identified structural problems creating
hunger also demonstrated that politically moderate Christians prescribed a mix of
personal relational solutions with public solutions.
The prevalence of Christians advocating for private solutions to public
problems demonstrates blindness to systemic injustices and a lack of awareness of the
powerful resources White Christians have in advocacy and activism against injustice.

3.

Will those who blame poverty on lack of individual initiative assume that
the majority of those with the lowest incomes are African American?
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Those with high incomes assumed most people who are hungry were
minorities. Qualitative data showed a high correlation between ethnocentrism and
assumptions about poverty in Dayton.

Additional Significant Findings
This research study was designed to answer specific research questions that
were housed within my theoretical framework. However, due to the large amount of data
there were several additional findings.
•

Most people in Dayton believed that hunger had increased.

•

Living in the City, being a minority, having a low income and being unemployed
or underemployed, increased the likelihood that one is both very aware of hunger
and has personal contact with hunger.

•

Women in the city were less likely to be authoritarian and more likely to be aware
of hunger in Dayton.

•

People who were home owners were much less likely to be aware of hunger in
Dayton.

•

The overwhelming majority of Daytonians supported public intervention into
Dayton’s hunger problem.

•

Those who personally knew someone struggling with hunger were significantly
less likely to attribute hunger to poor work ethic.

•

People who were given Dayton’s exact hunger status were far less likely to think
charitable aid could solve hunger.
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•

Those who mentioned public solutions in qualitative data always mentioned the
need for better leadership.

Summary of Chapter
Chapter 4 presented the information gathered from the surveys, interviews,
and focus groups conducted for this study. Quantitative values were presented for each
question on the survey, followed by qualitative results from interviews and focus groups
in order to triangulate data to confirm or disconfirm the research questions. The
agreement among research variables minimized design bias and may be built upon in the
future in studying the relationship between theology and political blindness. All of the
research questions and theoretical markers were confirmed by the multifaceted data
results. The data produced some unexpected findings as well. In the final chapter these
results are analyzed and conclusions of the study are discussed, based upon the research
questions and data findings.
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Chapter 5: Conclusion
Overview
This chapter presents a summary of the dissertation and draws conclusions from
the data presented in chapter four. The implications for future action are outlined and
suggestions for further research made.
Dayton, Ohio was a hunger-free community in the year 2000, but by 2015 it had
the second highest hunger rate of families with children. In this research I sought to
understand how others perceive this problem. I looked at whether Christians see hunger
as a matter to be resolved through public or private initiative, and how this view was
affected by the characteristics Christians assign to those with low incomes. Extensive
research into the incidence of poverty and perceptions about poverty revealed important
contextual data: specifically, how the worldviews of individualism, ethnocentrism, and
authoritarianism play a part in the way the public views solutions to hunger in a
segregated town such as Dayton, and how residents understand the sharp rise in poverty
that has occurred. Studying Evangelicals’ relationship to poverty policy sheds
considerable light on gaps in development, public missiology as well as on the nature of
American Christianity as expressed through Daytonian Christians.
Research Question
From a survey of the general public in Dayton, I formed a picture of popular
opinion about spiking poverty and income inequality. Data was analyzed against the
research questions in order to understand how belief systems relate to one other.
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Assumptions behind collected representative views were also examined in relation to the
theoretical framework connecting poverty, religion, and social belief.
Data from surveys, interviews and focus groups was then used to confirm the
following three research questions about poverty blindness:
1.

Is the majority demographic that subscribes to philosophies of individualism and
authoritarianism White?

2.

Will those who blame income inequality on lack of individual initiative assume
that the majority of those with the lowest incomes are African American?

3.

Due to the hegemony of authoritarianism and individualism, do Christians have a
political blindness concerning injustice and poverty?
Review of the Methodology
I used a mixed method research design to address the complex and multifaceted

questions about poverty and perceptions of poverty in Dayton. Data was gathered using
three methods: surveys, interviews with Dayton’s leadership, and focus groups. All
research was conducted with a representative sampling of citizens of Montgomery
County, which includes the city of Dayton and outlying suburbs.
Surveys were conducted in tandem with the Center for Marketing & Opinion
Research (CMOR), a professional research firm that provides public opinion research.
This firm was hired to complete the survey data collection and to assist with basic
statistical analysis.
The quantitative data was collected by phone and online interviews. The
interviews took an average of 9.03 minutes each. There were 333 surveys completed on
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the phone, and 173 completed online. In order to obtain these completed phone surveys
15,073 individuals were called.
For the qualitative interviews I spoke to twenty-three Dayton leaders. I found
participants for the focus groups through the online and telephone surveys. I conducted
three focus groups so that I could use triangulation in the analysis to identify insights that
were consistent across all three data sources.
I used Quirkos software to assist with coding of the qualitative data. I used the
data coding and reporting features from Quirkos to establish the validity of the data and
to minimize bias. Data from the focus groups allowed for source triangulation, because I
was able to share survey data with the groups in order to elicit further responses to the
research questions.
Findings
This research provides clues into the worldview of American Christians as filtered
through the topic of poverty. The research findings confirm a concentration of paternal
egocentric ethnocentrism1 in the way many White Evangelicals view poverty. There is
good news, in that Christians want the government to intervene in hunger in Dayton;
however they still blame the poor for their position. These worldviews pose obstacles to
the search for means of addressing poverty at its roots. The research findings thus also
reveal some major missiological gaps in how Evangelicals live their public lives.
Christians in Dayton are likely to be authoritarian. Christian authoritarians are not
likely to have encountered someone struggling with hunger, while simultaneously

1

authoritarianism/individualism/racism
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holding very strong opinions that hunger is caused by a poor work ethic. In fact, being a
Christian means one is likely to think hunger has actually decreased in Dayton.
Those who blame poverty on work ethic are significantly more likely to see crime
as the main problem in Dayton, supporting the finding that the authoritarian’s worldview
has a significant component of fear. Authoritarians are heavily self-referenced and hold
themselves to a different standard from that which they judge fair for those they consider
the out-groups of those in poverty, yet without having encountered hunger themselves.
Both sides of the political spectrum believe that the government should become
involved in hunger, only they favor different means. Those who voted for Trump believe
that the government should support job creation, and those who voted for Clinton believe
that systemic issues are to blame. Christians of all stripes do care about poverty, but
approach solutions very differently, based on worldview.
Findings Related to the Literature
The research findings are consistent with those of the scholars mentioned in the
literature review of this study. Additionally, because I was able to triangulate
authoritarianism, individualism and racism in the specific context of rising poverty, this
study contributes additional data to the existing fund of knowledge about this problem
among American Christians and points to gaps in the literature that have existed since the
beginnings of fundamentalism.
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Christians are a major political force,2 and have historically been a community of
civically engaged people.3 However, contemporary White American Evangelicals tend to
be alienated from societal justice issues,4 while still remaining highly civically engaged.5
Because of an individualistic theology, Evangelicals have created symmetry between
themselves and survival-of-the-fittest politics, thereby serving to maintain the established
order.6
Bootstrap individualism is a major tenet of White Christian Evangelicalism, and it
is a major tenet of contemporary conservative politics.7 Similar to Hopkins’ 2009 study,
my data reveals an association between voting Republican and the likelihood of blaming
poverty on personal shortcomings. Little has changed since Emerson and Smith’s 2000
study, where Evangelicalism was highly correlated with individualistic views. This
research adds the attribute or ideology of authoritarianism to that equation.
George Lakoff’s linguistic marker of strict paternal family value provides a solid
indication of authoritarianism. In this qualitative data, such associations with poverty
were offered in an unsolicited manner, while in the quantitative data, the questions

2

The 2014 U.S. Religious Landscape Study is based on telephone interviews with more than
35,000 Americans from all fifty states. “Religious Landscape Study,” Pew Research Center, Religion and
Public Life, 2014, http://www.pewforum.org/about-the-religious-landscape-study/
3
Robert D. Woodberry, “The Missionary Roots of Liberal Democracy,” The American Political
Science Review 106, no.2 (2012): 244-274.
4

Eric Tranby and Douglas Hartmann, “Critical Whiteness Theories and the Evangelical ‘Race
Problem’: Extending Emerson and Smith’s ‘Divided by Faith’,” Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion
47, no.3 (2008): 341-359.
5

Pew Research Center, “Religious Landscape Study.”

6

Marker six.

7

Marker one and three.
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Stanley Feldman has developed to measure authoritarianism using familial language also
revealed a clear connection between authoritarian attitudes and egocentric individualism.
Unfortunately, White Evangelical Christians have a high tendency to be authoritarian.8
Authoritarianism negates democracy because it is not supportive of a system of
government that involves rule by agreement of the majority, but instead favors the
unilateral decision-making of rulers. Right-wing authoritarianism accepts a monopoly of
power where consensus and voting are not the main methods of decision-making.9
Ramachandra emphasizes that it is important that the church embrace consensuallygrounded authority as opposed to autocratic leadership in order to avoid blindly following
authoritarian leaders.10
Authoritarians tend to be ethnocentric in their outlook.11 Unfortunately,
Evangelicalism itself a specific deterrent to seeing ethnocentrism. The qualitative data
makes a strong connection between being a White Christian and making racial
associations with poverty, as well with assuming those who are hungry have a bad work
ethic.

8

Marker five.

9

Altemeyer wrote in 1990 that authoritarians could “march America into a dictatorship and
probably feel that things had improved.” He noted that RWAs are more politically active then others
because they will lick stamps, proselytize, give time, energy and money, feeling as if they are a part of “old
time religion on a crusade… they put pressure on loved ones and they revel in being part of a cohesive
group of like thinkers and they are so submissive to their leaders that they will believe and do anything that
they are told.” John Dean, Conservatives without Conscience (New York: Penguin Books, 2006), 184.
10

Vinoth Ramachandra, Subverting Global Myths: Theology and the Public Issues Shaping our
World (Downers Grove, IL: IVP Academic, 2008), 160.
11

Marker five and Bob Altemeyer, Right-wing Authoritarianism (Winnipeg, MB: University of
Manitoba Press, 1981).
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Data revealed the use of self-referenced bootstrap individualism as a heuristic
device that provides binary answers to issues of poverty and wealth. Economics are a
priority for people, however economic opinions are formed through a cultural lens used
to interpret the world and decide who deserves what.12 Following Weber and Durkheim’s
theodicy of fortune, the answers collected in the suburbs of Dayton indicate that the
function of religion is mechanistic in legitimating a divinely-sanctioned social order
where fortune favors the good and misfortune the bad. Leadership furthers this theodicy
through a hegemony of belief.
Notwithstanding the notion that hard work is valuable, it is problematic that the
individualist construct leads to blindness about the realities of poverty and racism.13
There is cultural consensus among authoritarians in Dayton on the nature of poverty.
When poverty is a result of individual bad choices, the perpetuation of injustice is
furthered by claiming public justice is a matter solved by private means.14 In step with
Bornstein’s finding that Evangelicals experience a high level of blindness to systemic
development issues, Dayton Christians enable their leadership to continue unjust
development practices by saying that economic inequality is an issue best solved
privately. In this case, food deserts, housing prices that exceed a reasonable proportion of
wages, and transportation problems, are not seen as public Christian concerns in the same
way abortion or transgender military service might be. For example, there was legislation

12

Katherine J. Cramer, The Politics of Resentment: Rural Consciousness in Wisconsin and the
Rise of Scott Walker (Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press, 2016.)
13

Marker two and four.

14

Marker eight.
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proposed to provide a bus service from the city of Dayton to the nearby Wright Patterson
Air Force Base, which employs forty-thousand people. One of the politicians interviewed
for this study voted with his community against this infrastructure because it would
involve transporting what was perceived as an “undesirable element” through the 97
percent White suburb.15 Christians who are interested in solving the problem of hunger in
Dayton should make transportation a top priority, rather than allow poor transportation to
remain an obstacle to poverty relief out of authoritarian fear or racist individualism. A
Harvard study found transportation to be one of the single most important factors in
escaping poverty, and an even more significant factor than forming a two-parent
household.16
Dayton is under-developed because political and cultural consensus has created
under-development and therefore unfreedom.17 According to Amartya Sen, development
calls for the removal of obstacles that prevent individual agency—e.g., lack of economic
opportunities, or lack of a working infrastructure such as an efficient public transportation
system.18 Poverty blindness prevents freedom of individual agency, however and
hinders the possibility of governance aimed at democracy and justice. Dayton struggles
with hunger because of a lack of political will to fight poverty at its roots. Samuel

15

Sharahn D. Boykin, “Council Delays Vote on Bus Stop in The Greene,” Dayton Daily News,
September 28, 2015. Micah l. F. Maani, “A Historical Analysis of the Beavercreek Public Transportation
Controversy,” (Research Thesis, Ohio State University, 2017), 1-75.
16

Raj Chetty and Nathaniel Hendren, “The Impacts of Neighborhoods on Intergenerational
Mobility,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 133, no.3 (2018): 1107–1162.
17
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Amartya Sen, Development as Freedom (Oxford; New York: Oxford University Press, 1999),

xii, 3-4.
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Huntington writes that complex and heterogeneous societies have a greater need for
political institutions to create economic development than less complex societies. If there
is a total absence of social conflict, there is no need for institutions. Unfortunately, with a
total absence of social harmony, the stability of political institutions is challenged. 19
Christians are implicated in underdevelopment since they comprise the majority
of the voting public. The onus for the re-education of this public is on Christian leaders
and educators. As described in Chapter 2, if the separation of the sacred and the secular
had been treated more seriously at the second World Mission Conference when
fundamentalism was taking hold, perhaps Christians would not be stuck in the same
pattern that began ninety years ago.
In addition to teaching and leading in a way that deprograms individualism and
authoritarianism, leaders can find a resource in Allport’s contact theory, which suggests
that extended positive personal contact reduces prejudice when poverty is encountered
first-hand, and authoritarianism, individualism, and racism are weakened. In fact, those
who see poverty as evidence of brokenness in the larger public systems tend to have seen
or experienced poverty themselves.

Unexpected Findings
The overwhelming majority of Daytonians support public intervention into
Dayton’s hunger problem, even though Dayton tends towards authoritarianism. Most
people in Dayton perceive that hunger has increased. People who were informed about
Dayton’s exact hunger status were far less likely to think charitable aid could solve the

19

Samuel Huntington, Political Order in Changing Societies (New Haven, CT: Yale University
Press, 1968).
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problem. This last finding is telling because it indicates a potential for increased openness
to poverty policy from something as quick as a nine-minute phone call. It may also be
that using the word “hunger” instead of “poverty” could constitute a positive way of
changing the narrative of poverty and of unifying both political sides towards public
solutions.
Deep awareness of hunger requires contact with the hungry (see table 4.8). When
someone meets one of the following criteria they tend to be more aware of the reality of
hunger: 1) they live in inner-city Dayton, 2) are part of a minority group, or 3) have a low
income, do not own a home, or are unemployed or underemployed. Personal contact with
hunger means that individuals are significantly less likely to blame struggling with
hunger on a poor work ethic. Additionally, those who mention public solutions to hunger
always mention the need for better leadership.
Those with more distance from actual hunger err on the side of superficial
answers. In particular, Christians in the suburbs are less likely to be aware of hunger in
Dayton.
An unexpected finding is that Christians have a strong focus on relationalism as
a solution to poverty. While this tendency is very strong in conservative Christians, it is
also strong with moderate to liberal Christians. While improving interpersonal
relationships as a tool for fighting poverty is still an individualistic solution, this focus
nevertheless draws on a Christian focus on relationalism to deepen positive encounters
across socioeconomic and race lines on the home front, thereby re-educating Christians
on the nature of poverty and racism.
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Conclusions
Implications for Action
Using context-specific phenomena to study the nuances of Evangelical views on
poverty is helpful for understanding how the hegemony of belief manifests itself in
poverty policies. The relationship of believers to the poor is not just a social ethics issue;
it is a spiritual issue also. If hunger presents a paradigm for understanding how people
experience and relate to poverty, then perceptions of poverty are themselves a paradigm
for understanding the church.
The prognosis is not good. It is something for Christian institutions and churches
to take very seriously and commit to radical action. History will not look kindly on us if
we do not commit to being unpopular in our teaching and challenging Authoritarianism,
just as Jesus did. Paternal authoritarianism is so entrenched in Evangelicalism that even
the most astute and progressive of Evangelical missiologists are unaware of the
missiological paradigm that is an integral part of their own backyard. Many Christians
consider U.S. race relations to be an unimportant matter of “political correctness,” while
the “real problems” overseas are given priority. However, there is no chance of ever
addressing problems overseas for as long as U.S. missiologists lack understanding of the
race problem in their own neighborhoods. Race in America (as evidenced by multiple
studies on perceptions of poverty) is the hermeneutical key U.S. missiologists need to
unlock the true effectiveness of God’s mission elsewhere.
This dissertation was written at a seminary, which focuses on qualitative research,
yet emphasizes the importance of quantitative data. I believe that the results of the
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research and the evidence from our current social landscape suggest that further splitting
of implicit theological hairs is a waste of time while we neglect the “weightier matters of
the law,” of justice and mercy that Jesus spoke of in his woes to the Pharisees (referenced
on page 35).20 The current state of the White Evangelical churches in the United States
indicates it is time to teach more politics and economics in the classroom and from the
pulpit, and not less. If we do not bring God and neighbor back into our economics,
Christianity will continue to be a secularizing force in the world.21
This teaching should be biblically-based and informed by such ethicists as Ron
Sider and Stephan Charles Mott. However, many leaders are uninterested in these issues,
and the question concerns how one changes their minds.
Recommendations for Further Research
The data findings of this study suggest that disfunction in the White Evangelical
church can be traced to authoritarianism. This social disfunction in the church requires
considerable research. It seems important that Christians be made aware of the problems
with this often unconsciously held worldview and how it impacts society. Perhaps there
are clues to Christian vulnerability to right-wing authoritarianism if one looks at the way
church leadership operates.
The confirmation of the research questions show that further study on measures to
mitigate authoritarianism in the church is needed. It would be helpful to understand
which points of theology encourage right-wing authoritarianism. There is also much
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Paul G. Hiebert, “The Flaw of the Excluded Middle,” Missiology 10, no.1 (1982): 35–47, 44.
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room for study on the ways authoritarianism is expressed among different ethnicities in
the United States.
Finally, specific measures to remove blindness to structural injustice by drawing
on and implementing Allport’s contact theory, which suggests that extended positive
contact reduces prejudice, among Christian groups may provide solutions to divergent
views on poverty. Additionally, there is much to be gained from research into ways of
changing the narrative (and language) of poverty in order to galvanize Christians of all
political stripes towards poverty alleviation.
Concluding Remarks
Alexis De Tocqueville once remarked: “It is difficult to force a man out of
himself and get him to take interest in the affairs of his whole state, but if it is a question
of taking a road past his property he sees at once that this small public matter has a
bearing on his greatest private interests and there is no need to point out to him the close
connection between his private profit and the public interest.”22 Christians need to
respond to hunger by becoming engaged as public citizens. Care for the poor is not just a
matter for charity; it is a justice issue.23 It is also a biblical priority.24 In light of its
substantial political capital,25 the church in America should be on the front lines in
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Open Society Foundation, “What does Justice Have to do with Overcoming Poverty?” August
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effecting lasting change for “the least of these,” rather than voting in the income
inequality that produces hunger.26 Poverty and hunger result from extractive economics
where one’s neighbor is not considered.27 For example, when minimum wage cannot
support a life and food is more expensive, less available, and less healthy in inner cities,
then our economy is one of exploitation—an economy voted in by Christians. High
hunger rates are evidence of exploitation because shortage of food is connected to higher
rents, bad public transportation, smaller returns on education, and high health care costs
and these are justice issues.28 Following this reality, the income of the poor is even less
than the minimum assumed. Having the ability to make money is good, but to profit
excessively from the suffering of others is morally wrong by any measure. Placing the
according to a post-election survey. Faith and Freedom Coalition, “The Evangelical Vote in 2014
Election,” Faith and Freedom News, November 2015.
26

For example, Ann Bradley, Vice President of Economic Initiatives at the Institutes of Faith,
Wealth, and Economics, says that wealth is the result of hard work and that “God will reward you fully for
what you invest.” Ed Settler, “A Biblical Answer to Poverty,” Christianity Today, October 15, 2015. In
another example, Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary professor Craig Mitchell said at the
Evangelical Theological Society’s annual meeting, “Class warfare, wealth redistribution, and socialism can,
at best, make people only equally miserable. ... Is it surprising that free markets, which respect property
rights, maximize both producer and consumer welfare, and create wealth (rather than dividing it) are far
more compatible with biblical Christianity?” David Roach, “Bible Doesn’t Command Wealth
Redistribution, Presenters Say at Theological Meeting,” Baptist Press, December 2013.
http://www.bpnews.net/39349/bible-doesnt-command-wealth-redistribution-presenters-say-at-theologicalmeeting. The biblical references to wealth redistribution are not the main emphasizes in this dissertation for
remedying inequality. The emphasis is remedying injustice, where the clear biblical injunction against
wage theft (rather than redistribution) is discussed as the underlying economic issue creating inequality:
Deut. 24:15; Prov. 28:19; Jer. 22:13; Mal. 3:5; Rom. 4:4, 13:71; Col. 4:1; Tim. 5:18; Jas. 5:4.
27
Daron Acemoglu and James Robinson, Why Nations Fail: The Origins of Power, Prosperity,
and Poverty (New York: Crown Publishers, 2012), 128.
28

Sharon Kirkpatrick and Valerie Tarasuk, “Housing Circumstances are Associated with
Household Food Access Among Low-income Urban Families,” Journal of Urban Health 88, no.2 (2011):
284-296. Sandra Garcia, Anne Haddix, and Kevin Barnett, “Incremental Health Care Costs Associated with
Food Insecurity and Chronic Conditions Among Older Adults,” August 30, 2018,
https://www.cdc.gov/pcd/issues/2018/18_0058.htm. Center for Disease Control and Prevention
“Transportation and Food Access,” accessed December 10, 2018,
https://www.cdc.gov/healthyplaces/healthtopics/healthyfood/transportation.htm. Diana Jyoti, Edward
Frongillo, and Sonya J. Jones, “Food Insecurity Affects School Children's Academic Performance, Weight
Gain, and Social Skills,” The Journal of Nutrition 135, no. 12 (December 1, 2005): 2831–2839.
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well-being of people below money is not a Christ-centered public value. Economic
exploitation means that some people are losing because others are winning, as in the
example of the mere six weeks of maternity leave offered to working mothers.
The political capital of American Evangelicals has proven extremely powerful
and extremely divisive29. Like Jesus, we are all unavoidably incarnated into political
lives.30 As public citizens, Christians are responsible for bringing about corrective
measures through advocacy and voting when government fails to fulfill its traditional and
accepted responsibilities, such as provision of public safety, basic education, public
health, and infrastructure. There is no viable alternative mechanism for achieving these
results. Government is the main vehicle for safeguarding the freedoms that undergird
wealth creation and poverty reduction, by allowing for individual income growth.
Christians need to be more educated on civic matters to understand the importance of
effective and accountable government in order to achieve the common goal of poverty
alleviation.
Matthew Desmond, the author of Evicted writes: “Liberty not only incorporates
religious and civil freedoms, but the right to flourish.”31 Poverty studies such as this one
and Desmond’s find that those who are indifferent to income inequality or who say that
all economic problems can be solved through free regulation of the market, are not telling

29

Samuel Kimbriel, “Christianity is political. But America’s Politically Active Christians Seem
to be Forgetting that,” Washington Post, November 2017.
30

Eloise Hiebert Meneses, “Bearing Witness in Rome with Theology from the Whole Church:
Globalization, Theology, and Nationalism,” in Globalizing Theology: Belief and Practice in an Era of
World Christianity eds. Craig Ott and Harold A. Netland, 231-249 (Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Academic,
2006), 232.
31

Matthew Desmond, Evicted: Poverty and Profit in the American City (New York, NY; Crown
Publishers, 2016), 300.
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the truth, as evidenced by the fact that exploitation in areas like housing, healthcare, and
transportation are regulated and subsidized by the government.
If Dayton might have once been America’s test market, it is now a potential living
prophecy of where we are headed as a nation. The bootstrap approach advocated by
authoritarians denies the reality of White privilege and disproportionately puts the
responsibility for poverty on low income and minority communities. Additionally, White
Christians expect individuals of color to endure the constant aggression of institutional
racism while they do the slow work of transforming their ethnocentrism. The denial of
the realities of hunger, injustice, and systemic racism by Christians is indefensible.
Poverty in America is a cradle of despair, and the church is greatly implicated.
My original intention in doctoral studies was to research the phenomenon of
Christian conversion. However, it became clear that the issue at hand in the U.S. church
is not a matter of belief or even of conviction. Jesus says, “Not everyone who says to me,
‘Lord, Lord,’ will enter the kingdom of heaven, but only the one who does the will of the
Father who is in heaven” (Matt 7:21 ESV). A foundational tenet of Evangelicalism is the
Reformation notion that we are saved by faith alone, however the Scripture makes clear
that faith requires action. Jesus consistently denounces empty religious ritual, and
repeatedly emphasizes justice for the poor. If more children go hungry in this country
than in any other economically prosperous nations, then there is a disconnect between the
White Evangelical prayer closet and action on the street. Salvation does not come through
right believing, but right action (Jas 2:24). The perspective of Evangelicals on poverty is
a litmus test of their spiritual health and points to a learned hermeneutic of individualism
and authoritarianism. It raises the question if the American church needs to be re-
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evangelized and re-theologized, as evidenced by their fruit—particularly towards the
“least of these.”32
Healing the political divide of the church will require a politics of reconciliation.
Public theologian Scott Appleby writes, “A politics of forgiveness finds its cultural
foundation in a remythologizing project: the replacement of narratives of righteous
revenge with stories and practices that can bind together two historically divided peoples
in a new pattern of active tolerance.” 33
When Christians view the economy as a zero sum-game, one can develop a tragic
resignation about the world’s poor. Yet the story of Christ and his redemption of all
things tells a different story. Every time we participate in the Lord’s Supper we are
remembering that God’s love and provision is for all people.34 We each have five loaves
and two fish to give. Godly political participation creates an economy of redemption,
mercy, and justice in a broken world.
I do not think people are hungry because of a lack of responsibility…because I am
in that situation. We do not have enough money even though my husband works
at Sinclair College. My mother-in-law lives with us and we have a set of twins at
home who just graduated from high school. There are several days where we tell
them, “we are having beans today and we are having beans tomorrow.” I know
that I may not look like it, but I didn't eat last night so my twins could eat. The
majority of the people I know do not have enough money and they are not
working the system. I have heard of fraud with SNAP, but I have not seen it
personally. The majority of people I know are struggling. – Focus group P5, in
Dayton.
32
This is doubly true considering we export our economic theology in our missiological ventures.
Darrell Bock writes that evangelism is not about changing politics in the world, but that any social change
is also political. The gospel, if it is truly encountered, should change people, and therefore change
communities. Darrell L. Bock, Recovering the Real Lost Gospel: Reclaiming the Gospel as Good News
(Nashville, TN: B & H Academic, 2010), 135-136.
33
R. Scott Appleby, The Ambivalence of the Sacred: Religion, Violence, and Reconciliation
(Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 2000), 71.
34

William T. Cavanaugh, Being Consumed: Economics and Christian Desire (Grand Rapids, MI:
Eerdmans, 2008), xxi.
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“Woe to him who builds his house by unrighteousness,
and his upper rooms by injustice,
who makes his neighbor serve him for nothing
and does not give him his wages” (Jer. 22:13, ESV)
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Appendix A:
Quantitative Results Tables
Table A.1. Survey Question One
Most Important Problem
CRIME AND SAFETY CONCERNS
Crime/Gun violence/Killings
Drugs/Alcohol/Heroin epidemic
Ineffective Law Enforcement
OTHER CRIME AND SAFETY CONCERNS
EMPLOYMENT ISSUES
Lack of jobs/High unemployment
Not enough decent paying/stable jobs
Loss of manufacturing jobs
OTHER EMPLOYMENT ISSUES
ECONOMIC ISSUES
Poverty/Hunger/Homelessness
Lack of job creation
High cost of Living
Unstable economy
High taxes
OTHER ECONOMIC ISSUES
GOVERNMENT/POLITICAL ISSUES
Ineffective government/Leadership
Outdated Infrastructure
Cutbacks in social services
Need better public transportation
EDUCATION ISSUES
Poor educational system
OTHER EDUCATION ISSUES
HOUSING ISSUES
Vacant/Abandoned properties
Poor housing market
OTHER HOUSING ISSUES
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
Pollution/Carbon emissions/Global warming
OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
HEALTHCARE ISSUES
High cost of healthcare
OTHER HEALTHCARE ISSUES
MISCELLANEOUS
Racial issues
People leaving the area
Lack of downtown development/Safety
Equity of neighborhoods
Lack of respect for diversity/Hate crimes
Big Business is given top priority
Religious principles are not being followed
Not enough social opportunities/malls/dining/events
MISCELLANEOUS
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Dayton
45.7%
23.5%
20.9%
0.5%
0.8%
17.5%
14.1%
3.1%
2.1%
0.5%
11.2%
5.7%
1.8%
1.6%
0.5%
0.0%
1.6%
5.7%
3.7%
1.3%
0.5%
0.3%
4.4%
3.4%
1.0%
3.4%
2.3%
0.8%
0.3%
1.3%
0.8%
0.5%
0.8%
0.3%
0.5%
7.6%
1.0%
0.8%
0.8%
0.5%
0.5%
0.5%
0.5%
0.5%
2.3%

Suburbs
45.3%
14.3%
31.0%
0.0%
0.0%
25.0%
23.8%
0.0%
1.2%
0.0%
8.4%
6.0%
0.0%
0.0%
1.2%
1.2%
0.0%
2.4%
1.2%
0.0%
0.0%
1.2%
6.0%
6.0%
0.0%
4.8%
3.6%
0.0%
1.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
4.8%
0.0%
0.0%
1.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
3.6%

Total

(n=383)

(n=84)

Table A.2 Authoritarian Dayton
Preference for Behavior of Children by Select Demographics (Dayton)
WellConsiderate N
Wellbehaved
mannered
All respondents
61.1%
38.9%
108
65.8%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender
Male
64.2%
35.8%
53
65.8%
Female
58.2%
41.8%
55
65.8%
Age
18-24
44.4%
55.6%
9
28.6%
25-44
55.6%
44.4%
27
65.5%
45-64
62.2%
37.8%
37
71.1%
65 and over
65.6%
34.4%
32
65.6%
Children in
Yes
59.4%
40.6%
32
66.7%
Household
No
62.2%
37.8%
74
64.5%
Employment
Employed full53.8%
46.2%
39
69.2%
Status
time
Employed part87.5%
12.5%
16
37.5%
time
Retired
54.8%
45.2%
31
75.0%
Unemployed
71.4%
28.6%
14
62.5%
Other
50.0%
50.0%
6
71.4%
Race
White
53.2%
46.8%
47
52.1%*
Non-white
68.5%
31.5%
54
76.8%*
Home
Own
60.3%
39.7%
68
69.0%
Ownership
Rent/Other
61.5%
38.5%
39
60.0%
Income
Under $25,000
75.9%
24.1%
29
56.3%
$25-$49,999
52.0%
48.0%
25
60.0%
$50-$74,999
44.4%
55.6%
18
68.4%
$75,000 or more
41.2%
58.8%
17
61.1%
Education
Attainment

Curious

N

34.2%

112

34.2%
34.2%
71.4%
34.5%
28.9%
34.4%
33.3%
35.5%
30.8%

56
56
7
29
38
32
33
76
39

62.5%

16

25.0%
37.5%
28.6%
47.9%*
23.2%*
31.0%
40.0%
43.8%
40.0%
31.6%
38.9%

32
16
7
48
56
71
40
32
25
19
18

84.8%*

15.2%*

33

76.5%

23.5%

34

50.0%*
48.0%*

50.0%*
52.0%*

48
25

58.8%
65.4%

41.2%
34.6%

51
26

Marital Status

High school
grad or less
Some college
College grad or
more
Married

58.1%

41.9%

43

69.8%

30.2%

43

Religion

Not married
Protestant

61.9%
62.1%

38.1%
37.9%

63
66

63.6%
71.0%

36.4%
29.0%

66
69

Catholic
Other

87.5%
46.7%

12.5%
53.3%

8
30

62.5%
53.3%

37.5%
46.7%

8
30

More than once
a week

50.0%

50.0%

18

83.3%

16.7%

18
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Church
Attendance

Once a week
1-2 times a
month
Few times a
year/Seldom
Never

62.1%
76.9%
58.1%

37.9%
23.1%
41.9%

29
13
20

70.0%
46.2%
54.8%

30.0%
53.8%
45.2%

30
13
22

57.1%

42.9%

14

71.4%

28.6%

14

Table A.3 Authoritarian Suburbs
Preference for Behavior of Children by Select Demographics (Suburbs)
WellConsiderate N
Wellbehaved
mannered
All respondents
63.6%
36.4%
44
63.6%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender
Male
81.3%
18.8%
16
52.9%
Female
53.6%
46.4%
28
70.4%
Age
18-24
N/A
N/A
0
N/A
25-44
N/A
N/A
0
N/A
45-64
62.5%
37.5%
16
68.8%
65 and over
63.0%
37.0%
27
59.3%
Children in
Yes
33.3%
66.7%
3
100.0%
Household
No
65.9%
34.1%
41
61.0%
Employment
Employed full78.6%
21.4%
14
71.4%
Status
time
Employed part0.0%
100.0%
2
100.0%
time
Retired
57.7%
42.3%
26
53.8%

Race
Home
Ownership
Income

Education
Attainment

Marital Status
Religion

Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad
or less
Some college
College grad or
more
Married
Not married
Protestant

Curious

N

36.4%

44

47.1%
29.6%
N/A
N/A
31.3%
40.7%
0.0%
39.0%
28.6%

17
27
0
0
16
27
3
41
14

0.0%

2

46.2%

26

100.0%
N/A
65.0%
66.7%
69.2%*
20.0%*
16.7%*
66.7%*
100.0%*
64.7%*
66.7%

0.0%
N/A
35.0%
33.3%
30.8%*
80.0%*
83.3%*
33.3%*
0.0%*
35.3%*
33.3%

2
0
40
3
39
5
6
12
4
17
9

100.0%
N/A
67.5%*
0.0%*
64.1%
60.0%
66.7%
75.0%
40.0%
50.0%
66.7%

0.0%
N/A
32.5%*
100.0%*
35.9%
40.0%
33.3%
25.0%
60.0%
50.0%
33.3%

2
0
40
3
39
5
6
12
5
16
9

58.3%
65.2%

41.7%
34.8%

12
23

83.3%
52.2%

16.7%
47.8%

12
23

72.4%
46.7%
70.0%

27.6%
53.3%
30.0%

29
15
30

58.6%
73.3%
66.7%

41.4%
26.7%
33.3%

29
15
30
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Church
Attendance

Catholic
Other
More than once a
week
Once a week
1-2 times a
month
Few times a
year/Seldom
Never

55.6%
40.0%
57.1%

44.4%
60.0%
42.9%

9
5
7

66.7%
40.0%
85.7%

33.3%
60.0%
14.3%

9
5
7

61.1%
60.0%

38.9%
40.0%

18
5

76.5%
16.7%

23.5%
83.3%

17
6

100.0%

0.0%

7

57.1%

42.9%

7

50.0%

50.0%

6

66.7%

33.3%

6

Table A.4. Survey Question Three Dayton
How Big is Issue of Hunger in Dayton by Selected Demographics (Dayton)
Big
Somewhat of
Not that
issue
an issue
much of an
issue
All respondents
47.6%
45.3%
5.7%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender*
Male
41.5%
48.4%
8.5%
Female
53.1%
42.6%
3.3%
Age*
18-24
35.0%
48.8%
16.3%
25-44
48.1%
48.1%
2.3%
45-64
54.1%
41.8%
3.3%
65 and over
51.7%
43.1%
5.2%
Children in
Yes
50.8%
40.9%
6.8%
Household
No
45.2%
48.3%
5.0%
Employment
Employed full46.6%
45.4%
6.1%
Status
time

Race
Home
Ownership*
Income*

Not an
issue at
all
1.3%

N
397

1.6%
1.0%
0.0%
1.6%
0.8%
0.0%
1.5%
1.5%
1.8%

188
209
80
129
122
58
132
261
163

Employed parttime

41.5%

50.9%

7.5%

0.0%

53

Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad
or less

51.4%
54.1%
45.8%
43.8%
54.0%
42.3%
52.6%
61.0%
44.0%
50.7%
29.2%
46.9%

41.4%
45.9%
41.7%
49.0%
39.2%
52.2%
38.0%
33.1%
50.5%
42.0%
59.7%
43.8%

4.3%
0.0%
12.5%
6.2%
5.1%
5.0%
6.8%
5.1%
4.6%
7.2%
6.9%
6.9%

2.9%
0.0%
0.0%
1.0%
1.7%
0.5%
2.6%
0.8%
0.9%
0.0%
4.2%
2.3%

70
61
48
210
176
201
192
118
109
69
72
130
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Education
Attainment*
Marital Status
Religion*

Church
Attendance

Some college
College grad or
more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a
week
Once a week
1-2 times a
month
Few times a
year/Seldom

53.0%
34.9%
48.6%
46.7%
54.5%
45.5%
44.9%
58.6%

41.4%
57.8%
46.5%
45.1%
44.6%
54.5%
44.9%
31.0%

5.5%
4.8%
2.8%
7.7%
0.8%
0.0%
8.6%
6.9%

0.0%
2.4%
2.1%
0.4%
0.0%
0.0%
1.6%
3.4%

181
83
144
246
121
22
243
29

59.7%
41.4%

38.7%
58.6%

1.6%
0.0%

0.0%
0.0%

62
29

44.3%

50.0%

4.3%

1.4%

70

Never

34.4%

50.0%

9.4%

6.3%

32

Table A.5. Survey Question Three Suburbs
How Big is Issue of Hunger in Dayton by select demographics (Suburbs)
Big
Somewhat of
Not that
issue
an issue
much of an
issue
All respondents
36.1%
52.6%
9.3%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender
Male
25.7%
57.1%
11.4%
Female
41.9%
50.0%
8.1%
Age
18-24
25.0%
75.0%
0.0%
25-44
35.7%
64.3%
0.0%
45-64
34.3%
51.4%
14.3%
65 and over
39.0%
46.3%
9.8%
Children in
Yes
31.3%
68.8%
0.0%
Household
No
37.0%
49.4%
11.1%
Employment
Employed full31.3%
59.4%
9.4%
Status
time
Employed part40.0%
60.0%
0.0%
time
Retired
34.7%
49.0%
12.2%
Unemployed
50.0%
50.0%
0.0%
Other
57.1%
42.9%
0.0%
Race
White
36.0%
52.3%
10.5%
Non-white
40.0%
50.0%
0.0%
Home
Own
36.8%
51.3%
9.2%
Ownership
Rent/Other
33.3%
57.1%
9.5%
Income
Under $25,000
33.3%
53.3%
13.3%
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Not an
issue at all

N

2.1%

97

5.7%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
4.9%
0.0%
2.5%
0.0%

35
62
4
14
35
41
16
81
32

0.0%

5

4.1%
0.0%
0.0%
1.2%
10.0%
2.6%
0.0%
0.0%

49
4
7
86
10
76
21
15

Education
Attainment

Marital Status
Religion

Church
Attendance

$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad
or less
Some college
College grad or
more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a
week

33.3%
46.2%
35.1%
50.0%

50.0%
46.2%
56.8%
44.4%

16.7%
7.7%
5.4%
5.6%

0.0%
0.0%
2.7%
0.0%

24
13
37
18

32.3%
33.3%

61.3%
50.0%

6.5%
12.5%

0.0%
4.2%

31
48

32.7%
40.5%
35.1%
42.9%
31.6%
0.0%

56.4%
47.6%
52.6%
52.4%
52.6%
71.4%

7.3%
11.9%
8.8%
4.8%
15.8%
28.6%

3.6%
0.0%
3.5%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

55
42
57
21
19
7

Once a week
1-2 times a month
Few times a
year/Seldom

35.5%
35.0%
38.5%

54.8%
50.0%
53.8%

3.2%
15.0%
7.7%

6.5%
0.0%
0.0%

31
20
26

Never

50.0%

41.7%

8.3%

0.0%

12

Table A.6. Personal Contact with Hunger
Personally know someone hungry
All respondents
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender

Age

Children in Household

Employment Status

Race
Home Ownership

Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
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Dayton
37.7%

N
400

Suburbs
14.9%

N
101

30.9%*
44.0%*
30.0%*
48.8%*

191
209
80
129

13.2%
15.9%
0.0%*
28.6%*

38
63
4
14

36.3%*
29.5%*
45.5%*
33.0%*
38.4%
34.6%
29.2%
47.5%
38.8%
32.7%*
43.6%*
29.4%*

124
61
132
264
164
52
72
61
49
211
179
204

22.9%*
6.7%*
17.6%
14.3%

35
45
17
84
32
5
53
4
7
90
10
80

21.9%
20.0%
7.5%
50.0%
14.3%
14.4%
20.0%
11.3%*

28.6%*
13.3%
20.0%
21.4%
13.2%
4.8%
18.8%
16.7%
10.3%
20.9%
14.8%
4.8%
26.3%
0.0%
6.5%
30.0%
14.8%
20.0%

21
15
25
14
38
21
32
48
58
43
61
21
19
7
31
20
27
15

Personally Know Someone and Aware of Change by select demographics
(Dayton)
Personally
Aware of
N
know someone
change in
hungry
hunger level
All respondents
400
37.7%
17.4%
Demographic Subgroup

N

Income

Education Attainment

Marital Status

Religion

Church Attendance

Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad or less
Some college
College grad or more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a week
Once a week
1-2 times a month
Few times a year/Seldom
Never

46.6%*
47.9%*
36.9%*
36.8%*
27.4%*
35.8%
36.8%
42.7%
32.2%
40.5%
43.9%
22.7%
37.1%
36.7%
43.5%
40.0%
30.0%
30.3%

191
119
111
68
73
134
182
82
146
247
123
22
245
30
62
30
70
33

Table A.7. Contact and Awareness Comparison Dayton

Gender

Age

Children in
Household

Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time

30.9%*
44.0%*
30.0%*
48.8%*
36.3%*
29.5%*
45.5%*
33.0%*
38.4%

228

191
209
80
129
124
61
132
264
164

13.8%
20.5%
8.5%*
18.6%*
25.8%*
12.5%*
14.9%
18.8%
16.5%

206
94
112
47
59
66
32
67
138
79

Employment
Status

Race
Home
Ownership

Income

Education
Attainment
Marital
Status
Religion

Church
Attendance

Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad or
less
Some college
College grad or
more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a
week
Once a week
1-2 times a month
Few times a
year/Seldom
Never

34.6%
29.2%
47.5%
38.8%
32.7%*
43.6%*
29.4%*
46.6%*
47.9%*
36.9%*
36.8%*
27.4%*
35.8%
36.8%
42.7%
32.2%
40.5%

17.9%
18.4%
13.8%
20.0%
14.5%
18.7%
22.0%
13.3%
18.3%
19.2%
10.3%
23.3%
12.9%
17.0%
27.6%
17.9%
16.9%

28
38
29
30
110
91
100
105
71
52
39
30
70
106
29
67
136

43.9%
22.7%
37.1%

52
72
61
49
211
179
204
191
119
111
68
73
134
182
82
146
247
123
22
245

20.6%
22.2%
14.3%

68
9
126

36.7%

30

13.3%*

15

43.5%
40.0%

62
30

35.3%*
20.0%*

34
15

30.0%

70

5.3%*

38

30.3%

33

12.5%*
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Questions: Do you personally know anyone in your community who is struggling
with hunger? Group 1: Were you aware of this change before now?

Table A.8. Contact and Awareness Comparison Suburbs
Personally Know Someone and Aware of Change by select demographics (Suburbs)
Personally know
Aware of change
N
someone hungry
in hunger level
All respondents
101
14.9%
10.2%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender
Age

Male
Female
18-24

13.2%
15.9%
0.0%*

229

38
63
4

0.0%*
15.2%*
0.0%

N
49
16
33
3

Children in
Household

Employment Status

Race
Home Ownership

Income

Education
Attainment
Marital Status

Religion

Church Attendance

25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999

28.6%*
22.9%*
6.7%*
17.6%
14.3%
21.9%
20.0%
7.5%
50.0%
14.3%
14.4%
20.0%
11.3%*
28.6%*
13.3%
20.0%
21.4%

$75,000 or more
High school grad or
less
Some college
College grad or
more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a
week
Once a week
1-2 times a month
Few times a
year/Seldom
Never

20.0%
6.3%
13.0%
25.0%
7.3%
15.4%
0.0%
11.5%
0.0%
0.0%
9.8%
14.3%
8.6%
14.3%
15.4%
22.2%
0.0%

5
16
23
8
41
13
5
26
2
3
41
7
35
14
13
9
7

13.2%
4.8%
18.8%
16.7%
10.3%
20.9%
14.8%
4.8%
26.3%
0.0%
6.5%
30.0%

14
35
45
17
84
32
5
53
4
7
90
10
80
21
15
25
14
38
21
32
48
58
43
61
21
19
7
31
20

7.1%
10.0%
11.1%
9.5%
8.3%
12.0%
12.5%
0.0%
11.1%
0.0%
16.7%
8.3%

14
10
18
21
24
25
32
8
9
4
12
12

14.8%

27

13.3%

15

20.0%

15

0.0%

5

Table A.9. Cause of Struggling: Dayton
Personally Know Someone and Aware of Change by select demographics (Suburbs)
Personally know
Aware of change in
N
someone hungry
hunger level
All respondents
101
14.9%
10.2%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender

Male

13.2%

230

38

0.0%*

N
49
16

Age

Children in
Household

Employment
Status

Race
Home Ownership

Income

Education
Attainment

Marital Status

Religion

Church
Attendance

15.9%
0.0%*
28.6%*
22.9%*
6.7%*
17.6%
14.3%
21.9%

63
4
14
35
45
17
84
32

15.2%*
0.0%
20.0%
6.3%
13.0%
25.0%
7.3%
15.4%

33
3
5
16
23
8
41
13

20.0%

5

0.0%

5

7.5%
50.0%
14.3%
14.4%
20.0%
11.3%*
28.6%*
13.3%
20.0%
21.4%
13.2%

53
4
7
90
10
80
21
15
25
14
38

11.5%
0.0%
0.0%
9.8%
14.3%
8.6%
14.3%
15.4%
22.2%
0.0%
7.1%

26
2
3
41
7
35
14
13
9
7
14

4.8%

21

10.0%

10

18.8%

32

11.1%

18

16.7%

48

9.5%

21

10.3%
20.9%
14.8%
4.8%
26.3%

58
43
61
21
19

8.3%
12.0%
12.5%
0.0%
11.1%

24
25
32
8
9

More than once a
week

0.0%

7

0.0%

4

Once a week
1-2 times a month

6.5%
30.0%

31
20

16.7%
8.3%

12
12

Few times a
year/Seldom

14.8%

27

13.3%

15

Never

20.0%

15

0.0%

5

Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed parttime
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad
or less
Some college
College grad or
more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
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Table A.10. Cause of Struggling: Suburbs
Cause of Struggling/Not Struggling by select demographics (Suburbs)
Those who struggle
Those who don’t struggle
Internal
External
Internal
External
(Poor
(Outside
(Good
(Opportunities)
N
work
factors)
work
ethic)
ethic)
All respondents
94
29.2%
70.8%
28.7%
71.3%
Demographic
Subgroup
35
28.6%
71.4%
32.3%
67.7%
Male
Gender
59
28.8%
71.2%
27.6%
72.4%
Female
4
50.0%*
50.0%*
25.0%
75.0%
18-24
14
7.1%*
92.9%*
30.8%
69.2%
25-44
Age
34
14.7%*
85.3%*
24.2%
75.8%
45-64
40
45.0%*
55.0%*
33.3%
66.7%
65 and over
17
17.6%
82.4%
21.4%
78.6%
Yes
Children in
Household
77
31.2%
68.8%
30.7%
69.3%
No
31
Employed full16.1%*
83.9%*
28.6%
71.4%
time
4
Employed part0.0%*
100.0%*
40.0%
60.0%
Employment
time
Status
49
40.8%*
59.2%*
30.4%
69.6%
Retired
3
0.0%*
100.0%*
33.3%
66.7%
Unemployed
7
28.6%*
71.4%*
14.3%
85.7%
Other
84
28.6%
71.4%
26.3%
73.8%
White
Race
10
30.0%
70.0%
50.0%
50.0%
Non-white
73
Own
32.9%
67.1%
33.3%
66.7%
Home
Ownership
21
Rent/Other
14.3%
85.7%
15.0%
85.0%
15
Under $25,000
40.0%
60.0%
7.1%*
92.9%*
24
$25-$49,999
16.7%
83.3%
36.4%*
63.6%*
Income
14
$50-$74,999
21.4%
78.6%
27.3%*
72.7%*
$75,000 or
36
27.8%
72.2%
23.5%*
76.5%*
more school
High
21
38.1%
61.9%
22.2%
77.8%
Education
grad
less
29
Someorcollege
27.6%
72.4%
37.9%
62.1%
Attainment
College grad or
44
25.0%
75.0%
26.2%
73.8%
more
52
Married
32.7%
67.3%
32.0%
68.0%
Marital Status
42
Not married
23.8%
76.2%
25.6%
74.4%
57
Protestant
36.8%*
63.2%*
32.1%
67.9%
18
Religion
Catholic
16.7%*
83.3%*
26.7%
73.3%
19
Other
15.8%*
84.2%*
22.2%
77.8%
7
Church
More than
57.1%
42.9%
14.3%
85.7%
Attendance
once a week

232

N
89
31
58
4
13
33
36
14
75
28
5
46
3
7
80
8
69
20
14
22
11
34
18
29
42
50
39
56
15
18
7

Once a week

40.7%

59.3%

1-2 times a
month

15.0%

85.0%

28.0%

72.0%

14.3%

85.7%

Few times a
year/Seldom
Never

27
20
25
14

38.5%

61.5%

26

26.3%

73.7%

19

21.7%

78.3%

23

35.7%

64.3%

14

Table A.11. Public or Private Aid Dayton
How Should Issue be Solved by select demographics (Dayton)
Public
All respondents
71.9%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender

Age

Children in
Household

Employment
Status

Race*
Home
Ownership*

Income*

Education
Attainment
Marital Status

Religion

Private
28.1%

N
372
180
192
81
118
14
53
124
246
153
50
65
56
47
200

Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other

70.0%
73.4%
74.1%
75.4%
70.2%
66.0%
72.6%
71.1%
69.3%
82.0%
66.2%
82.1%
68.1%
67.5%
77.2%
65.4%
79.2%

30.0%
26.6%
25.9%
24.6%
29.8%
34.0%
27.4%
28.9%
30.7%
18.0%
33.8%
17.9%
31.9%
32.5%
22.8%
34.6%
20.8%

Under $25,000
$25-$49,999

73.4%
77.7%

26.6%
22.3%

$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more

76.1%
60.9%

23.9%
39.1%

High school grad or less
Some college

72.0%
73.8%

28.0%
26.2%

College grad or more
Married
Not married
Protestant

67.5%
73.2%
71.3%
71.4%

32.5%
26.8%
28.7%
28.6%

Catholic
Other

57.1%
73.9%

42.9%
26.1%

More than once a week

80.8%

19.2%
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162
191
178
109
103
67
69
125
168
77
138
230
112
21
230
26

30.4%
41.4%
25.8%
24.2%

56
29
66
33

How Should Issue be Solved by select demographics (Suburbs)
Public
Private
All respondents
70.9%
29.1%
Demographic
Subgroup

N
86

Church
Attendance

Once a week
1-2 times a month
Few times a year/Seldom
Never

69.6%
58.6%
74.2%
75.8%

Table A.12. Public or Private Aid Suburbs

Gender

Age

Children in
Household

Employment
Status

Race
Home
Ownership

Income

Education
Attainment
Marital Status*

Religion

Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000

68.8%
72.2%
75.0%
85.7%
61.5%
70.0%
66.7%
71.8%
73.1%
80.0%
67.4%
100.0%
71.4%
69.7%
88.9%
67.2%
84.2%
80.0%

31.3%
27.8%
25.0%
14.3%
38.5%
30.0%
33.3%
28.2%
26.9%
20.0%
32.6%
0.0%
28.6%
30.3%
11.1%
32.8%
15.8%
20.0%

$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad or less

66.7%
83.3%
64.5%
78.9%

33.3%
16.7%
35.5%
21.1%

Some college
College grad or more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a week

71.4%
66.7%
64.0%
80.6%
65.4%
81.3%
77.8%
71.4%

28.6%
33.3%
36.0%
19.4%
34.6%
18.8%
22.2%
28.6%
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32
54
4
14
26
40
15
71
26
5
46
2
7
76
9
67
19
15
21
12
31
19
28
39
50
36
52
16
18
7

Church
Attendance

Once a week
1-2 times a month
Few times a year/Seldom
Never

58.3%
68.4%
80.0%
80.0%

41.7%
31.6%
20.0%
20.0%

24
19
25
10

Table A.13. Likelihood of Solving Problem by Public/Private Dayton
Likelihood of Solving Hunger Problem by Public/Private Means by select demographics (Dayton)
PUBLIC MEANS
PRIVATE MEANS
Somewhat Not at
N
Very
Somewhat Not at
Very
all
all
All respondents
17.8% 399 23.4%
53.0%
23.5%
25.4%
56.8%
Demographic Subgroup
26.2%*
46.1%*
27.7%* 191 23.0%
49.7%
27.2%
Male
Gender
208
25.0%*
66.3%*
8.7%*
23.9%
56.1%
20.0%
Female
79
26.6%
54.4%
19.0%
23.8%
53.8%
22.5%
18-24
27.7%
60.8%
11.5% 130 22.3%
56.2%
21.5%
25-44
Age
25.8%
53.2%
21.0% 124 24.8%
51.2%
24.0%
45-64
61
18.0%
59.0%
23.0%
23.3%
48.3%
28.3%
65 and over
130
24.6%
56.2%
19.2%
23.8%
54.6%
21.5%
Yes
Children in
Household
26.1%
56.8%
17.0% 264 22.9%
52.3%
24.8%
No
165
Employed
24.8%
55.8%
19.4%
26.8%
52.4%
20.7%
full-time
Employed
52
32.7%
57.7%
9.6%
26.9%
51.9%
21.2%
Employment part-time
Status
72
19.4%
55.6%
25.0%
15.3%
59.7%
25.0%
Retired
61
50.8%
19.7%
18.6%
49.2%
32.2%
Unemployed 29.5%
47
23.4%
68.1%
8.5%
27.1%
50.0%
22.9%
Other
210
20.5%*
61.0%*
18.6%*
21.0%
57.6%
21.4%
White
Race
179
31.8%*
51.4%*
16.8%*
26.3%
48.0%
25.7%
Non-white
Own
19.1%*
60.3%*
20.6%* 204 22.1%
53.4%
24.5%
Home
Ownership
192
Rent/Other
32.3%*
53.1%*
14.6%*
25.5%
51.6%
22.9%
119
Under
35.3%*
49.6%*
15.1%*
24.8%
47.9%
27.4%
$25,000
$25-$49,999 23.4%*
59.5%*
17.1%* 111 19.1%
57.3%
23.6%
Income
67
$50-$74,999 19.4%*
68.7%*
11.9%*
19.1%
55.9%
25.0%
$75,000 or
73
15.1%*
58.9%*
26.0%*
27.8%
54.2%
18.1%
more
133
Education
High school
31.6%*
46.6%*
21.8%*
22.6%*
50.4%*
27.1%*
Attainment
grad or less
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N
396
191
205
80
130
121
60
130
262
164
52
72
59
48
210
175
204
188
117
110
68
72
133

Some
college

23.6%*

62.6%*

13.7%*

College grad
or more

19.3%*

60.2%*

20.5%*

Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than
once a week
Once a week
1-2 times a
month
Few times a
year/Seldom

22.8%
27.4%
22.3%
21.7%
27.3%
31.0%
22.6%

54.5%
57.7%
59.5%
56.5%
56.3%
62.1%
53.2%

22.8%
14.9%
18.2%
21.7%
16.3%
6.9%
24.2%

13.3%

60.0%

26.7%

21.7%

65.2%

13.0%

Never

30.3%

57.6%

12.1%

182

179

25.1%*

49.2%*

25.7%*

21.7%*

65.1%*

13.3%*

20.5%
25.3%
19.7%
27.3%
24.8%
25.0%
25.4%

54.8%
51.8%
61.5%
59.1%
48.3%
57.1%
50.8%

24.7%
22.9%
18.9%
13.6%
26.9%
17.9%
23.8%

23.3%

70.0%

6.7%

23.9%

54.9%

21.1%

15.6%

59.4%

25.0%
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Likelihood of Solving Hunger Problem by Public/Private Means by select demographics (Suburbs)
PUBLIC MEANS
PRIVATE MEANS
Not at
Very
Somewhat Not at
Very
Somewhat
N
all
all
All respondents
13.4%
64.9%
21.6%
23.7%
57.5%
18.6% 97
Demographic Subgroup

N

Marital
Status
Religion

Church
Attendance

83
145
248
121
23
245
29
62
30
69
33

83
146
245
122
22
242
28
63
30
71

Table A.14. Likelihood of Solving Problem by Public/Private Suburbs

Gender

Age

Children in
Household

Employment
Status

Race

97

Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No

21.6%
25.0%
25.0%
42.9%
14.7%

54.1%
60.0%
75.0%
50.0%
61.8%

24.3%
15.0%
0.0%
7.1%
23.5%

37
60
4
14
34

8.3%
16.4%
0.0%
14.3%
14.7%

69.4%
62.3%
100.0%
71.4%
67.6%

22.2%
21.3%
0.0%
14.3%
17.6%

36
61
4
14
34

26.2%
25.0%
23.5%

52.4%
56.3%
58.0%

21.4%
18.8%
18.5%

42
16
81

14.3%
31.3%*
9.9%*

59.5%
56.3%*
66.7%*

26.2%
12.5%*
23.5%*

42
16
81

Employed
full-time
Employed
part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own

28.1%

46.9%

25.0%

32

15.6%

59.4%

25.0%

32

40.0%

60.0%

0.0%

5

20.0%

80.0%

0.0%

5

20.4%

63.3%

16.3%

49

14.3%

61.2%

24.5%

49

50.0%
0.0%

25.0%
85.7%

25.0%
14.3%

4
7

0.0%
0.0%

100.0%
85.7%

0.0%
14.3%

4
7

23.0%
33.3%

56.3%
66.7%

20.7%
0.0%

87
9

14.9%
0.0%

62.1%
88.9%

23.0%
11.1%

87
9

20.8%*

55.8%*

23.4%*

77

13.2%

63.2%

23.7%

76

236

Home
Ownership

Income

Education
Attainment

Marital Status

Religion

Church
Attendance

Rent/Other
Under
$25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or
more
High school
grad or less
Some college
College grad
or more
Married
Not married

35.0%*

65.0%*

0.0%*

20

14.3%

71.4%

14.3%

21

21.4%

71.4%

7.1%

14

6.7%

73.3%

20.0%

15

29.2%
23.1%

45.8%
53.8%

25.0%
23.1%

24
13

12.5%
7.7%

66.7%
53.8%

20.8%
38.5%

24
13

21.1%

57.9%

21.1%

38

18.4%

65.8%

15.8%

38

15.0%

60.0%

25.0%

20

5.0%*

40.0%*

55.0%*

20

30.0%

56.7%

13.3%

30

13.3%*

73.3%*

13.3%*

30

23.4%

57.4%

19.1%

47

17.0%*

70.2%*

12.8%*

47

21.1%
27.5%

54.4%
62.5%

24.6%
10.0%

57
40

16.1%
9.8%

62.5%
68.3%

21.4%
22.0%

56
41

Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than
once a week
Once a week
1-2 times a
month
Few times a
year/Seldom
Never

20.7%
23.8%
33.3%

62.1%
47.6%
55.6%

17.2%
28.6%
11.1%

58
21
18

13.8%
10.0%
15.8%

62.1%
65.0%
73.7%

24.1%
25.0%
10.5%

58
20
19

28.6%

71.4%

0.0%

7

28.6%

57.1%

14.3%

7

19.4%

58.1%

22.6%

31

20.0%

60.0%

20.0%

30

20.0%

55.0%

25.0%

20

5.0%

70.0%

25.0%

20

22.2%

59.3%

18.5%

27

11.1%

63.0%

25.9%

27

45.5%

45.5%

9.1%

11

8.3%

75.0%

16.7%

12
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Appendix B:
Additional Quantitative Results Tables
Table B.1 Most Important Problem by Demographic
Most Important Problem by select demographics (Dayton)
Crime and
Safety Issues
All respondents
45.7%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender

Age

Children in
Household*

Employment
Status

Race*
Home Ownership

Income

Education
Attainment*
Marital Status

Religion*

Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed parttime
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad
or less
Some college
College grad or
more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a
week

Employment
Issues
17.5%

Economic
Issues
11.2%

378

41.6%
50.5%
58.7%
52.1%
40.0%
33.9%
60.3%
39.2%
41.0%

23.0%
17.0%
16.0%
22.3%
20.0%
21.4%
18.3%
21.2%
21.8%

9.0%
12.5%
10.7%
8.3%
11.7%
12.5%
6.3%
12.8%
10.3%

178
200
75
121
120
56
126
250
156

62.7%

15.7%

7.8%

51

26.5%
51.7%
67.4%
48.3%
44.4%
42.5%
50.5%
51.3%
50.0%
38.2%
39.7%
57.9%
47.4%
26.5%
45.3%
47.2%
39.0%
39.1%
50.9%

27.9%
15.0%
13.0%
12.9%
27.2%
23.3%
16.5%
13.7%
16.7%
27.9%
27.9%
14.0%
18.3%
32.5%
18.0%
21.5%
27.1%
17.4%
16.5%

13.2%
11.7%
13.0%
13.4%
8.3%
8.8%
12.1%
15.4%
6.9%
8.8%
10.3%
7.4%
11.4%
14.5%
8.6%
11.6%
9.3%
8.7%
12.2%

68
60
46
201
169
193
182
117
102
68
68
121
175
83
139
233
118
23
230

37.0%

18.5%

7.4%

27
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N

Church
Attendance*

Once a week

39.7%

33.3%

7.9%

63

1-2 times a month

36.7%

20.0%

6.7%

30

45.6%

23.5%

13.2%

68

28.6%

25.0%

17.9%

28

Few times a
year/Seldom
Never

Table B.2 Most Important Problem by Demographic Suburbs
Most Important Problem by select demographics (Suburbs)
Crime and
Safety Issues
All respondents
45.3%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender*

Age*

Children in
Household

Employment
Status*

Race*
Home Ownership

Income*

Education
Attainment

Marital Status
Religion*

Employment
Issues
25.0%

Economic
Issues
8.4%

84

N

Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more

26.5%
58.0%
75.0%
71.4%
35.5%
37.5%
46.7%
44.9%
38.7%
60.0%
43.2%
75.0%
57.1%
42.7%
75.0%
40.9%
61.1%
70.0%
38.1%
41.7%
44.1%

41.2%
14.0%
0.0%
7.1%
35.5%
25.0%
20.0%
26.1%
35.5%
0.0%
24.3%
25.0%
0.0%
26.7%
12.5%
27.3%
16.7%
0.0%
47.6%
41.7%
14.7%

2.9%
12.0%
0.0%
7.1%
9.7%
9.4%
13.3%
7.2%
3.2%
20.0%
8.1%
0.0%
28.6%
9.3%
0.0%
7.6%
11.1%
20.0%
4.8%
8.3%
8.8%

34
50
4
14
31
32
15
69
31
5
37
4
7
75
8
66
18
10
21
12
34

High school grad or
less

43.8%

31.3%

0.0%

16

Some college

53.8%

26.9%

7.7%

26

College grad /more

40.5%

21.4%

11.9%

42

Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic

42.3%
50.0%
35.4%
44.4%

23.1%
28.1%
35.4%
16.7%

9.6%
6.3%
12.5%
0.0%

52
32
48
18
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Church
Attendance

Other
More than once a
week
Once a week

72.2%

5.6%

5.6%

18

50.0%

16.7%

0.0%

6

36.0%

16.0%

20.0%

25

1-2 times a month

42.1%

36.8%

5.3%

19

50.0%

33.3%

0.0%

24

60.0%

10.0%

10.0%

10

Few times a
year/Seldom
Never

Figure B. 3. Awareness Graph

How Big is Issue of Hunger in Dayton

53%

48%

45%
36%

6%
Big issue

Somewhat of an issue
Dayton

9%

Not that much of an issue

1%

2%

Not an issue at all

Suburbs

How much of an issue do you think hunger is in Dayton?

Table B.4 How Much Hunger Dayton
How Big is Issue of Hunger in Dayton by select demographics
(Dayton)
Somewhat of
Big
an issue
issue
All respondents
Demographic
Gender*

Age*

47.6%

45.3%

Not that
much of an
issue
5.7%

Not an
issue at
all
1.3%

397

41.5%
53.1%

48.4%
42.6%

8.5%
3.3%

1.6%
1.0%

188
209

35.0%
48.1%

48.8%
48.1%

16.3%
2.3%

0.0%
1.6%

80
129

54.1%
51.7%

41.8%
43.1%

3.3%
5.2%

0.8%
0.0%

122
58

N

Subgroup
Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
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Children in
Household

Employment
Status

Race
Home
Ownership*

Income*

Education
Attainment*

Marital Status

Religion*

50.8%
45.2%
46.6%
41.5%
51.4%
54.1%
45.8%
43.8%
54.0%
42.3%
52.6%
61.0%
44.0%
50.7%
29.2%

40.9%
48.3%
45.4%
50.9%
41.4%
45.9%
41.7%
49.0%
39.2%
52.2%
38.0%
33.1%
50.5%
42.0%
59.7%

6.8%
5.0%
6.1%
7.5%
4.3%
0.0%
12.5%
6.2%
5.1%
5.0%
6.8%
5.1%
4.6%
7.2%
6.9%

1.5%
1.5%
1.8%
0.0%
2.9%
0.0%
0.0%
1.0%
1.7%
0.5%
2.6%
0.8%
0.9%
0.0%
4.2%

132
261
163
53
70
61
48
210
176
201
192
118
109
69
72

46.9%

43.8%

6.9%

2.3%

130

53.0%

41.4%

5.5%

0.0%

181

34.9%

57.8%

4.8%

2.4%

83

48.6%
46.7%
54.5%
45.5%
44.9%

46.5%
45.1%
44.6%
54.5%
44.9%

2.8%
7.7%
0.8%
0.0%
8.6%

2.1%
0.4%
0.0%
0.0%
1.6%

144
246
121
22
243

58.6%

31.0%

6.9%

3.4%

29

Once a week
1-2 times a
month
Few times a
year/Seldom

59.7%

38.7%

1.6%

0.0%

62

41.4%

58.6%

0.0%

0.0%

29

44.3%

50.0%

4.3%

1.4%

70

Never

34.4%

50.0%

9.4%

6.3%

32

Yes
No
Employed fulltime
Employed parttime
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad
or less
Some college
College grad or
more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a
week

Church
Attendance
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Table B.5. How Much Hunger Suburbs
How Big is Issue of Hunger in Dayton by select demographics
(Suburbs)
Somewhat of
Big
an issue
issue
All respondents
Demographic
Gender

Age

Children in
Household

Employment
Status

Race
Home
Ownership

Income

Education
Attainment

Marital Status

Religion
Church
Attendance

36.1%

52.6%

Not that
much of an
issue
9.3%

Not an
issue at all

N

2.1%

97

25.7%
41.9%
25.0%
35.7%
34.3%
39.0%
31.3%
37.0%

57.1%
50.0%
75.0%
64.3%
51.4%
46.3%
68.8%
49.4%

11.4%
8.1%
0.0%
0.0%
14.3%
9.8%
0.0%
11.1%

5.7%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
4.9%
0.0%
2.5%

35
62
4
14
35
41
16
81

31.3%

59.4%

9.4%

0.0%

32

40.0%

60.0%

0.0%

0.0%

5

34.7%
50.0%
57.1%
36.0%
40.0%
36.8%
33.3%
33.3%
33.3%
46.2%
35.1%

49.0%
50.0%
42.9%
52.3%
50.0%
51.3%
57.1%
53.3%
50.0%
46.2%
56.8%

12.2%
0.0%
0.0%
10.5%
0.0%
9.2%
9.5%
13.3%
16.7%
7.7%
5.4%

4.1%
0.0%
0.0%
1.2%
10.0%
2.6%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
2.7%

49
4
7
86
10
76
21
15
24
13
37

50.0%

44.4%

5.6%

0.0%

18

Some college
College grad or
more
Married

32.3%

61.3%

6.5%

0.0%

31

33.3%

50.0%

12.5%

4.2%

48

32.7%

56.4%

7.3%

3.6%

55

Not married
Protestant

40.5%
35.1%

47.6%
52.6%

11.9%
8.8%

0.0%
3.5%

42
57

Catholic
Other
More than once a
week
Once a week

42.9%
31.6%

52.4%
52.6%

4.8%
15.8%

0.0%
0.0%

21
19

0.0%

71.4%

28.6%

0.0%

7

35.5%

54.8%

3.2%

6.5%

31

Subgroup
Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed fulltime
Employed parttime
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad
or less
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1-2 times a month
Few times a
year/Seldom
Never

35.0%

50.0%

15.0%

0.0%

20

38.5%

53.8%

7.7%

0.0%

26

50.0%

41.7%

8.3%

0.0%

12

Table B.6. Perceived Change in Hunger Dayton
Perceived Change in Hunger Level by select demographics (Dayton)
All respondents
Demographic
Gender

Age*

Children in
Household

Employment Status

Race
Home Ownership

Income*

Education Attainment

Marital Status

Religion

8.6%

Stayed the
same
22.1%

189

64.5%
74.0%
53.1%
71.4%
75.9%
80.8%
68.9%
70.2%
65.9%
79.2%
67.7%
71.9%
70.6%
69.7%
71.4%
72.5%
65.1%
79.2%
64.9%
80.0%
63.6%

10.8%
6.3%
21.9%
5.7%
6.9%
3.8%
9.8%
8.1%
11.8%
4.2%
6.5%
3.1%
17.6%
9.1%
8.3%
6.9%
10.5%
12.5%
7.0%
0.0%
13.6%

24.7%
19.8%
25.0%
22.9%
17.2%
15.4%
21.3%
21.8%
22.4%
16.7%
25.8%
25.0%
11.8%
21.2%
20.2%
20.6%
24.4%
8.3%
28.1%
20.0%
22.7%

93
96
32
70
58
26
61
124
85
24
31
32
17
99
84
102
86
48
57
30
44

68.3%

6.7%

25.0%

60

73.3%
66.0%
66.2%
70.9%
77.4%
61.5%
67.5%

9.3%
9.4%
6.5%
10.9%
5.7%
7.7%
10.3%

17.3%
24.5%
27.3%
18.2%
17.0%
30.8%
22.2%

75
53
77
110
53
13
117

Increased

Decreased

69.4%

N

Subgroup
Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad or
less
Some college
College grad or more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
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Church Attendance

More than once a week
Once a week
1-2 times a month

60.0%
75.9%
80.0%

0.0%
6.9%
13.3%

40.0%
17.2%
6.7%

115
29
15

Few times a
year/Seldom

79.3%

6.9%

13.8%

29

Never
47.1%
5.9%
47.1%
17
Question: Over the past 10 years, do you think the percentage of families who struggle with hunger has
increased, decreased, or stayed the same?

Table B.7. Perceived Change in Hunger Suburbs
Perceived Change in Hunger Level by select demographics (Suburbs)
All respondents
Demographic
Gender*

Age

Children in
Household

Employment Status

Race
Home Ownership

Income

Education
Attainment*
Marital Status

7.8%

Stayed the
same
25.5%

51

52.4%
76.7%
100.0%
55.6%
73.7%
61.9%
62.5%
67.4%
63.2%
N/A
65.4%
100.0%
75.0%
64.6%

4.8%
10.0%
0.0%
11.1%
5.3%
9.5%
12.5%
7.0%
5.3%
N/A
7.7%
0.0%
25.0%
8.3%

42.9%
13.3%
0.0%
33.3%
21.1%
28.6%
25.0%
25.6%
31.6%
N/A
26.9%
0.0%
0.0%
27.1%

21
30
1
9
19
21
8
43
19
0
26
2
4
48

100.0%
65.9%

0.0%
6.8%

0.0%
27.3%

3
44

Rent/Other
Under $25,000

71.4%
100.0%

14.3%
0.0%

14.3%
0.0%

7
2

$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad or
less
Some college

75.0%
50.0%
62.5%

12.5%
0.0%
8.3%

12.5%
50.0%
29.2%

16
6
24

60.0%

20.0%

20.0%

10

100.0%

0.0%

0.0%

14

College grad or more
Married
Not married

51.9%
58.8%
82.4%

7.4%
8.8%
5.9%

40.7%
32.4%
11.8%

27
34
17

Increased

Decreased

66.7%
Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own

N

Subgroup
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Protestant
82.1%
3.6%
14.3%
28
Religion*
Catholic
38.5%
7.7%
53.8%
13
Other
60.0%
20.0%
20.0%
10
More than once a week
100.0%
0.0%
0.0%
3
Once a week
52.6%
10.5%
36.8%
19
1-2 times a month
87.5%
0.0%
12.5%
8
Church Attendance
Few times a
58.3%
8.3%
33.3%
12
year/Seldom
Never
77.8%
11.1%
11.1%
9
Question: Over the past 10 years, do you think the percentage of families who struggle with hunger has
increased, decreased, or stayed the same?

Table B.8. Perceived Reason for Change
Perceived Reason for Change in Hunger
Lack of jobs/Loss of manufacturing jobs
Drug problems
Lack of food is a result of inequity/politics
Unstable economy
High cost of living
Number of hungry people increased
People don’t want to work/Poor work ethic
Fewer donations during food drives
Too many children in a family/Too many mouths to feed
People getting assistance who do not need it
Poor parenting/Breakdown of family
Lack of education
People leaving area/Transient people
Lack of food assistance programs
Ineffective police
Lack of individual responsibility
Lack of transportation to go to grocery stores
Focus of society is not in helping others
Total

Dayton
46.2%
9.5%
7.1%
5.3%
4.7%
3.6%
3.0%
3.0%
3.0%
2.4%
1.8%
1.8%
1.8%
1.8%
1.8%
1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
(n=169)

Suburbs
48.6%
5.7%
8.6%
5.7%
2.9%
2.9%
2.9%
2.9%
5.7%
0.0%
5.7%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
5.7%
0.0%
0.0%
2.9%
(n=35)

Table B.9. Government Should Assist Dayton
Think Government Should Assist by select demographics (Dayton)
Yes
No
All respondents
93.5%
6.5%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender
Age

92.5%
94.6%
92.3%
95.2%

Male
Female
18-24
25-44

245

7.5%
5.4%
7.7%
4.8%

N
391
186
205
78
126

Children in Household

Employment Status*

Race*
Home Ownership*

Income

Education Attainment

Marital Status

Religion

Church Attendance

45-64
65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more

94.3%
91.5%
93.8%
93.1%
93.2%
98.0%
88.6%
100.0%
89.6%
90.7%
97.2%
91.0%
95.8%
96.6%
93.4%
94.1%
90.4%

5.7%
8.5%
6.2%
6.9%
6.8%
2.0%
11.4%
0.0%
10.4%
9.3%
2.8%
9.0%
4.2%
3.4%
6.6%
5.9%
9.6%

123
59
130
259
161
51
70
60
48
205
178
199
189
118
106
68
73

High school grad or less
Some college
College grad or more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a week
Once a week
1-2 times a month
Few times a year/Seldom

94.6%
93.8%
91.6%
92.4%
93.8%
94.2%
86.4%
94.2%
92.9%
93.7%
93.1%
97.1%

5.4%
6.2%
8.4%
7.6%
6.2%
5.8%
13.6%
5.8%
7.1%
6.3%
6.9%
2.9%

129
178
83
144
243
120
22
241
28
63
29
68

Never

91.2%

8.8%

34

Table B.10. Government Should Assist Suburbs
Think Government Should Assist by select demographics (Suburbs)
Yes
No
All respondents
90.7%
9.3%
Demographic
Subgroup
Gender

Age

Male
Female
18-24
25-44
45-64

246

N
97

89.2%
91.7%

10.8%
8.3%

37
60

100.0%
100.0%

0.0%
0.0%

4
14

87.9%

12.1%

33

Children in Household

Employment Status

Race
Home Ownership*

Income

Education Attainment

Marital Status

Religion

Church Attendance

65 and over
Yes
No
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Retired
Unemployed
Other
White
Non-white
Own
Rent/Other
Under $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75,000 or more
High school grad or less

90.9%
87.5%
91.4%
90.3%
100.0%
92.2%
75.0%
85.7%
89.7%
100.0%
88.2%
100.0%
93.3%
88.0%
92.3%
89.2%
90.0%

9.1%
12.5%
8.6%
9.7%
0.0%
7.8%
25.0%
14.3%
10.3%
0.0%
11.8%
0.0%
6.7%
12.0%
7.7%
10.8%
10.0%

44
16
81
31
4
51
4
7
87
10
76
21
15
25
13
37
20

Some college
College grad or more
Married
Not married
Protestant
Catholic
Other
More than once a week
Once a week
1-2 times a month
Few times a year/Seldom
Never

90.3%
91.3%
89.1%
92.9%
89.5%
90.5%
94.7%
85.7%
89.3%
90.0%
88.9%
100.0%

9.7%
8.7%
10.9%
7.1%
10.5%
9.5%
5.3%
14.3%
10.7%
10.0%
11.1%
0.0%

31
46
55
42
57
21
19
7
28
20
27
14

Table B.11. Reasons the Government Should Not Assist
Reasons Government Should Not Assist
People should get a job and work
Food assistance is not the government’s duty
Recipients don t get off SNAP program once it starts
People should be self-reliant
Private food programs are available
Recipients take advantage of the system
Government and private programs should work side-by-side
Recipients find a way to buy drugs
Total
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Dayton
33.3%
29.2%
12.5%
8.3%
8.3%
4.2%
4.2%
0.0%
(n=24)

Suburbs
22.2%
22.2%
0.0%
22.2%
0.0%
22.2%
0.0%
11.1%
(n=9)

Figure B.12. Likelihood of Solving Hunger Publicly Chart
Likelihood of Solving Hunger Problem by Public Means
Dayton

25%

Suburbs

57%

24%

58%

Very likely

Somewhat likely

18%

19%

Not at all likely

How likely do you think it is that the hunger issue in Dayton can be solved by public means?

Figure B.13. Likelihood of Solving Hunger Privately Chart
Likelihood of Solving Hunger Problem by Private Means
Dayton

Suburbs

23%

53%

13%

24%

65%

Very likely

Somewhat likely

22%

Not at all likely

How likely do you think it is that the hunger issue in Dayton can be solved by private means?
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Appendix C:
Survey Respondent Demographics

Respondent Age

32%

29%

22%

17%

18-24

25-44

Age
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Total

45-64

N
84
143
159
106
492

65 and older

%
17.1%
29.1%
32.3%
21.5%
100.0%

Respondent Gender
54%
46%

Male

Female

Gender

N

%

Male
Female
Total

229
273
502

45.6%
54.4%
100.0%
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Employment Status
Full-time

39%

Retired

25%

Unemployed

13%

Part-time

12%

Homemaker

6%

Student

4%

Other

1%

Employment Status
Full-time
Retired
Unemployed
Part-time
Homemaker
Student
Other
Total

N
197
125
65
58
30
20
6
499

%
39.4%
25.0%
12.9%
11.5%
6.0%
4.0%
1.1%
100.0%

Marital Status
Married

41%

Single

36%

Divorced
Widowed
Separated

13%
9%
1%

Marital Status
Married
Single
Divorced
Widowed
Separated
Total

N
205
180
64
44
3
496
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%
41.3%
36.3%
12.9%
8.9%
0.6%
100.0%

Education Attainment

8%

Co
lle

Po
st
-…

gr
ad

18%

ge

So
m
e…

ED
ra
d/
G

HS
g

hi
gh

43%

25%

…

6%

So
m
e

Gr
ad
e…

1%

Education
Grade school
Some high school
HS grad/GED
Some
college/Assoc.
College grad
Post-graduate

N
4
28
123

%
0.8%
5.5%
24.6%

214

42.9%

89
41

17.9%
8.3%

Household Income

29%

29%
18%
11%

Less than
$25,000

13%

$25-$49,999 $50-$74,999 $75-$99,999 $100,000 or
more

Income
Less than $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75-$99,999
$100,000 or more
Total

251

N
134
136
83
50
60
464

%
28.9%
29.3%
17.9%
10.9%
13.0%
100.0%

Children in Household
70%
30%
Yes

No

Children
Yes
No
Total

N
149
349
498

%
29.9%
70.1%
100.0%

Living Arrangement
52%
39%
9%
Rent

Own

Living Arrangement
Rent
Own
Other
Total

Other

N
171
285
42
498

%
34.4%
57.2%
8.4%
100.0%

Lived in Dayton/Area
73%

2%
< 1 year

8%

6%

6%

7%

1-5 years 6-10 years 11-15 years16-20 years > 20 years
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Lived in Area

N

%

Under a year

8

1.6%

1-5 years

39

7.8%

6-10 years

29

5.8%

11-15 years

28

5.7%

16-20 years

32
363

6.5%
72.7%

499

100.0%

Over 20 years
Total

Race
White

62%

Black/African-American

30%

Multi-racial

3%

American Indian

1%

Asian

1%

Other

3%

Race
White
Black/African-American
Multi-racial
American Indian
Asian
Other
Total

N
301
148
16
6
5
12
490

%
61.5%
30.2%
3.3%
1.3%
1.1%
2.5%
100.0%

Vote for President
Hillary Clinton

56%

Donald Trump

32%

Gary Johnson

6%

Jill Stein

2%

Another candidate

5%
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Vote for President
Hillary Clinton
Donald Trump
Gary Johnson
Jill Stein
Another candidate
Total

N
151
85
16
4
13
269

%
56.2%
31.6%
5.8%
1.5%
4.9%
100.0%

Religion
Protestant

55%

Catholic

10%

Atheist

3%

Agnostic

2%

Mormon

2%

Muslim

1%

Hindu

1%

Jewish

0%

Buddhist

0%

Nothing in particular
Other

20%
6%

Religion
Protestant
Catholic
Atheist
Agnostic
Mormon
Muslim
Hindu
Jewish
Buddhist
Nothing in particular
Other
Total

N
122
23
6
5
2
2
1
1
44
14
224
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%
54.5%
10.3%
2.7%
2.2%
1.8%
0.9%
0.9%
0.4%
0.4%
19.6%
6.3%
100.0%

Church Attendance
28%
17%

14%

15%

More than Once a week
1-2
A few times a
once/week
times/month
year

Seldom

Never

Church Attendance
More than once/week
Once a week
1-2 times/month
A few times a year
Seldom
Never
Total

%
13.2%
27.8%
13.2%
17.2%
14.1%
14.5%
100.0%

13%

13%

N
30
63
30
39
32
33
227

Respondent Demographics - Suburbs

Respondent Age
46%
36%

4%
18-24

Age
18-24
25-44
45-64
65 and over
Total

14%
25-44

45-64

N
4
14
35
45
98
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65 and older

%
4.1%
14.3%
35.7%
45.9%
100.0%

Respondent Gender
62%
38%

Male

Gender
Male
Female
Total

Female

N
38
63
101

%
37.6%
62.4%
100.0%

Employment Status
Retired

53%

Full-time

32%

Part-time

5%

Homemaker

4%

Unemployed

4%

Student

3%

Other

0%

Employment Status
Retired
Full-time
Part-time
Unemployed
Homemaker
Student
Other
Total

N
53
32
5
4
4
3
0
101

256

%
52.5%
31.7%
5.0%
4.0%
4.0%
3.0%
0.0%
100.0%

Marital Status
Married

57%

Widowed

15%

Divorced

14%

Single

13%

Separated

1%

Marital Status
Married
Widowed
Divorced
Single
Separated
Total

N
58
15
14
13
1
101

%
57.4%
14.9%
13.9%
12.9%
1.0%
100.0%

Household Income
27%
16%

Less than
$25,000

24%
17%

15%

$25-$49,999

$50-$74,999

Income
Less than $25,000
$25-$49,999
$50-$74,999
$75-$99,999
$100,000 or more
Total

257

$75-$99,999

N
15
25
14
16
22
92

$100,000 or
more

%
16.3%
27.2%
15.2%
17.4%
23.9%
100.0%

Education Attainment

32%

31%

19%

0%

2%

Grade school

Some high
school

17%

HS grad/GED

Some
College grad Post-graduate
college/Assoc.

Education
Grade school
Some high school
HS grad/GED
Some college/Assoc.
College grad
Post-graduate
Total

N

%
0.0%
2.0%
18.8%
31.7%
30.7%
16.8%
100.0%

2
19
32
31
17
101

Children in Household
83%

17%
Yes

Children
Yes
No
Total

No

N
17
84
101
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%
16.8%
83.2%
100.0%

Living Arrangement
79%
15%

6%

Rent

Own

Other

Living Arrangement
Rent
Own
Other
Total

N
15
80
6
101

%
14.9%
79.2%
5.9%
100.0%

Lived in Area
79%

1%
< 1 year

8%

3%

3%

6%

1-5 years 6-10 years 11-15 years16-20 years > 20 years

Lived in Area
Under a year
1-5 years
6-10 years
11-15 years
16-20 years
Over 20 years
Total

N
1
8
3
3
6
80
101

259

%
1.0%
7.9%
3.0%
3.0%
5.9%
79.2%
100.0%

Race
White

90%

Black/African-American

3%

Asian

3%

Multi-racial

1%

American Indian

1%

Other

2%

Race
White
Black/African-American
Asian
Multi-racial
American Indian
Other
Total

N
90
3
3
1
1
2
100

%
90.0%
3.0%
3.0%
1.0%
1.0%
2.0%
100.0%

Vote for President
Donald Trump

59%

Hillary Clinton

33%

Gary Johnson

1%

Jill Stein

1%

Another candidate

6%

Vote for President
Donald Trump
Hillary Clinton
Gary Johnson
Jill Stein
Another candidate
Total

N
41
23
1
1
4
70
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%
58.6%
32.9%
1.4%
1.4%
5.7%
100.0%

Religion
Protestant

61%

Catholic

21%

Agnostic

3%

Atheist

2%

Hindu

1%

Mormon

0%

Muslim

0%

Jewish

0%

Buddhist

0%

Nothing in particular
Other

12%
1%

Religion
Protestant
Catholic
Agnostic
Atheist
Hindu
Mormon
Muslim
Jewish
Buddhist
Nothing in particular
Other
Total

N
61
21
3
2
1
0
0
0
0
12
1
101

%
60.8%
20.8%
3.0%
2.0%
1.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
11.9%
1.0%
100.0%

Church Attendance
31%
7%

20%

13%

More than Once a week
1-2
A few times a
once/week
times/month
year
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14%

15%

Seldom

Never

Church Attendance
More than once/week
Once a week
1-2 times/month
A few times a year
Seldom
Never
Total

N
7
31
20
13
14
15
100

262

%
7.0%
31.0%
20.0%
13.0%
14.0%
15.0%
100.0%

Appendix D:
Methodology
The Survey Instrument
The Awareness Battery
Question 1
What do you think is the most important problem facing Dayton right now? (Open
ended).
The first battery on the survey included seven questions that measured awareness
about, and baseline correlations of, hunger in Dayton. This was given as the first question
in order to measure basic awareness and the perceived importance of the issue of hunger
or poverty among Daytonians.
Question 2
Which of the following comes closest to your views?
•

It is more important that families raise children that are well-behaved than
considerate.

•

It is more important for children to be well mannered than to be curious.

The second survey question group was used to measure authoritarianism. Stanley
Feldman, a professor at SUNY Stonybrook, discovered a way to measure
authoritarianism without measuring political preferences. Sociologists have further
refined his method by using simple questions about parenting that are designed to account
for strong preferences for hierarchy and conformity. Researchers have found a consistent
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link between child-rearing values and authoritarianism.1 The above survey questions
about parenting preferences were a circumspect way of measuring authoritarian
dispositions.
Question 3
How much of an issue do you think hunger is in Dayton? Would you say it is a big
issue, somewhat of an issue, not that much of an issue, or not an issue at all?
The above question was designed to further measure how much importance individuals
placed on the problem of hunger in Dayton.
Question 4
Thinking about people in Dayton, about what percent do you think DO NOT have
access to safe and nutritious food on a regular basis?
The fourth survey question was used to further understand awareness.
Specifically, this question helped compare individual awareness of hunger in Dayton this
against actual measures of hunger. The possible answers to this question ranged
anywhere from zero to one hundred. Answers were then categorized by how each
estimated percentage fell into the nearest ten-point range, e.g. an answer of 20 percent
was categorized within the 10-20 percent range.

1

Henry Danso, Bruce Hunsberger, and Michael Pratt, “The Role of Parental Religious
Fundamentalism and Right-wing Authoritarianism in Child-rearing Goals and Practices,” Journal for the
Scientific Study of Religion 36 (1997): 496–511; Theodor Adorno, Else-Frenkel Brunswik, Daniel J.
Levinson, and R. Nevitt Sanford, The Authoritarian Personality (Oxford: Harpers, 1950). Altemeyer, The
Authoritarian Specter (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1996); Stanley Feldman, “Enforcing Social
Conformity: A Theory of Authoritarianism,” Political Psychology 24 (2003): 41–74.
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Question 5
What percentage of those who are going hungry to you think are minorities?
Question five in the awareness battery was asked to determine if individuals
assign hunger issues to minorities at a greater rate than they do to Whites. In
Montgomery County, Dayton, and surrounding suburbs, White individuals living below
the poverty level outnumber Black individuals below the poverty level by 25 percent. If
individuals assign significantly greater hunger rates to minorities, it could be determined
that blindness to poverty is influenced by ethnocentrism. Answers were categorized by
where each estimated percentage fell within a ten-point range, e.g. an answer of 20
percent was categorized within the 10 - 20 percent range.
Question 6
Do you personally know anyone in your community who is struggling with
hunger?
The above question was asked in order to establish if there was any connection
between personal contact with hunger and opinions about hunger, as these relate to the
research questions.
Question 7
Group 1: Dayton has gone from being a USDA “hunger-free zone” to the fourth
hungriest city in one decade and now is the second hungriest city in the country for
families with children. Were you aware of this change before now? Why do you think this
change has happened? (Open ended)
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Group 2: Over the past 10 years, do you think the percentage of families who
struggle with hunger has increased, decreased or stayed the same?
For the seventh question, the survey software randomly assigned participants to
answer one of two questions. Group one was given a question with specific statistics
about hunger in Dayton and asked about awareness. Group two did not receive this
information and were asked if they believe hunger percentages have changed in the last
ten years. Groups one and two were then analyzed to see if they responded to the
perceptions of causation battery differently, based on whether or not they had specific
information and/or personal contact with hunger (Question 6).
Perceptions of Causation Battery
This series of questions was designed primarily to further assess individualism,
including opinions on and public versus private solutions to poverty. A final question was
asked to assess political affiliations for purposes of comparison with other measures.
Question 8
Do you think the government should assist those who are hungry? If no: Why not?
Survey question eight asked participants specifically about governmental
intervention into hunger. This question assessed individualism as it compares to the other
research questions. This first question in the perceptions of poverty battery establishes
initial impulses about civic mechanisms versus private mechanisms in development. The
first part of the question was a simple, yes or no. The second part of the question was
open ended.
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Question 9
Thinking of the people in Dayton, which of the following comes closest to your
views:
•

Those who struggle with hunger do so because of a poor work ethic OR those who
struggle with hunger do so because of factors outside their control that have
affected their ability to have enough money to buy food.

•

Those who do not struggle with hunger have a good work ethic OR those who do
not struggle with hunger have had opportunities that have affected their ability to
have enough money to buy food.

This question was asked specifically to assess individualism. The question was asked in
two parts in order to discover if there is a difference between bootstrap individualism as it
relates to causes of poverty, versus bootstrap individualism as it relates to not being
hungry. Differences in answers are further assessed as they relate to authoritarianism and
racism.
Question 10
Do you think the issue of hunger in Dayton should be solved by public or private
means?
Question ten of the perceptions battery was asked to determine if respondents see
hunger as something that should be remedied. Respondents were given the opportunity
to choose public or private solutions to hunger.
Questions 11 and 12
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How likely do you think it is that the hunger issue in Dayton can be solved by
public means? How likely do you think it is that the hunger issue in Dayton can be solved
by private means?
Questions eleven and twelve of this section examined more thoroughly how
participants view public versus private solutions to poverty. If participants leaned
towards private solutions to poverty, their answers were analyzed with other measures of
individualism to see if preferences for private, or charitable aid are correlated. If
preference for private aid correlated with individualism, these measures were further
compared to the research questions.
Questions 13 and 14
Turning now to another topic. Many people don't get a chance to vote because
they are ill, have to work, or feel they don't have good choices. Did you get a chance to
vote in the 2016 November election, or are you not sure?
Did you cast a ballot for President of the United States in the 2016 November
Election?
The final two questions of the perceptions battery were connected with voting
during the 2016 Presidential election. This data is extremely important for the study of
Christian perceptions of poverty as it relates to policy, as well as to the relationship of
voting patterns to the research questions.
Demographics Battery
Question 15
In what year were you born?
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The first question of the Demographics Battery asked the respondent the year of
their birth. The final variable (age) was found by subtracting the birth year from the year
at the time of the survey.
Question 16
How long have you lived in Dayton?
Question sixteen asked the interviewees how long they had lived in the region.
This variable was measured in years of residence. This information was used to see if
there was a significant difference in perception between those who have lived in Dayton
for a long time, and those who have not.

Question 17
Do you rent or own your current residence?
Question seventeen asked if the person rented or owned their current residence.
Ownership of an individual’s residence is important for similar reasons length of
residence in Dayton matters; and for this reason the range of values for questions sixteen
and seventeen should be connected. Answers to this question can also be used in later
research to look at income inequality as it relates to the research questions.
Question 18
What is your present marital status . . . Single, never married, divorced,
separated, widowed, or married? Survey question eighteen asked respondents about their
marital status. This information was used to see if there were significant differences on
how interviewees answered questions based on their current marital status.
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Question 19
What is your race? How would you classify yourself?
Question nineteen asked which race each participant identified with. This question
is the same as the race selections used on the 2010 census forms. The question is
important for understanding how ethnocentrism plays into the way individuals answer the
question on minorities and hunger. Race identification also helps with understanding
potential differences in the individualism and authoritarianism measurements.
Questions 20 and 21
Are you currently employed full time - 35 hours or more per week, employed
part-time, retired, homemaker - not employed outside the home, student not working or
unemployed?
Is the total yearly income for your family ...before taxes, under or over $50,000.
If the respondent offered the yearly income, then income was asked for and entered in the
following ranges:
[If Under 50]: Is it under or over $25,000?
(1) Under $25,000 (2) $25-49,999
[If Over 50]: Is it under or over $75,000?
(3) $50-$74,999
[If Over 75]: Is it under or over $100,000?
(4) $75-99,999 (5) Over $100,000
Question twenty asked respondents about employment status. This question was
used to analyze if employment experience influenced how people perceive poverty.
Question twenty-one was similar, and asked specifically about income. This question is
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the same as the Census Bureau’s 2010 census question on income. The answer to this
question was used to view how socioeconomic status relates to poverty and perceptions
thereof. Most likely, questions eighteen and nineteen will be positively correlated.
Question 22
What is the highest grade of school or year of college you completed?
Question twenty-two asked the interviewees for their highest level of education
achievement. This question is also used in the Census Bureau’s educational attainment
question on the 2010 census. The intention was to discover if education is a factor in how
interviewees responded to questions involving authoritarianism, individualism, and
ethnocentrism.
Questions 23 and 24
What is your present religion, if any? Aside from weddings and funerals, how often
do you attend worship services?
Questions twenty-three and twenty-four of the demographics battery are of
primary interest for this dissertation. Religious designation is significant, as this research
is concerned with the differences in poverty and perceptions of poverty between
Christians and non-Christians. The first question asked participants to identify their
religion. For this research, the question was coded as Christian or non-Christian. The
“Christian” category included all Protestant denominations, and Catholic and Orthodox
faiths. If the respondent was Christian, the follow up question was designed to establish
Christian commitment. One would need a detailed interview to thoroughly gauge the role
of faith in a person’s life; however church attendance can be used to establish a baseline
of faith commitment for the purposes of this research.
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Question 25
What is your gender?
Survey question twenty-five was to identify the respondent’s gender. Both
questions twenty-five and twenty-six are important, but will not be weighted heavily in
this dissertation and can be used in later research as they are factors that could source a
separate dissertation. Parenthood and gender are too substantial as topics to receive
adequate treatment here. If there are significant differences in these variables as they
relate to the research question, these will be noted briefly.
Question 26
Are there any children in your household under the age of 18?
The final question in the demographics battery asked respondents if they had
children. This data was used to discover if there were significant differences in opinions
about the research questions between individuals with and without children. Parenthood
is not a focus of this dissertation, but this information can be used in later research to
examine if parenthood affects people’s outlook on poverty and their perceptions of
poverty.
Interviewee Descriptions
Interviewee 1: (I1) Caucasian mid-aged female, President of an area manufacturing
association. I was not previously acquainted with this participant.
Interviewee 2: (I2) Caucasian senior adult male, leader in a local small charitable
initiative. I was acquainted with this participant. Occasional church attender.
Interviewee 3: (I3) African American mid-aged male. City Council member from local
suburb of Dayton, Republican. I was not previously acquainted with this participant.
Does not attend church.
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Interviewee 4: (I4) Caucasian senior adult male, leading Catholic priest and former
president of a large university. I was acquainted with this participant.
Interviewee 5: (I5) African American mid-aged female, leads public health initiative
targeted at minority health. I was acquainted with this participant. Frequent church
attender.
Interviewee 6: (I6) African American mid-aged male, public health worker. I was not
acquainted with this participant. Occasional church attender.
Interviewee 7: (I7) Caucasian young male, head pastor of suburban mega-church. I was
not acquainted with this participant.
Interviewee 8: (I8) Caucasian senior adult male, started a leadership non-profit aimed and
helping churches and local non-profits. I was not acquainted with this participant.
Frequent church attender.
Interviewee 9: (I9) Caucasian mid-aged male. Missions Pastor of suburban mega church
(all pastors interviewed are from different churches). I was not acquainted with this
participant.
Interviewee 10: (I10) Cuban senior adult male, leader of very large health care
conglomerate and pastor. I was acquainted with this participant.
Interviewee 11: (I11) Caucasian mid-aged female, owner of corporate real estate
company. I was not acquainted with this participant. Not a church attender.
Interviewee 12: (I12) African American senior adult female, leader of local union. I was
acquainted with this participant. Not a church attender.
Interviewee 13: (I13) Caucasian mid-aged female, leader of local non-profit. I was
acquainted with this participant. Occasional church attender.
Interviewee 14: (I14) Caucasian late mid-aged male, head pastor of local mega church. I
was acquainted with this participant.
Interviewee 15: (I15) Caucasian late senior aged male, former local politician and current
professor in Political Science, Democrat. I was acquainted with this participant. Not a
church attender.
Interviewee 16: (I16) African-American mid-aged male, Vice President of local health
network. I was previously acquainted with this participant. Occasional church attender.
Interviewee 17: (I17) Caucasian mid-aged female, head pastor of local church. I was not
acquainted with this person.
Interviewee 18: (I18) Caucasian senior adult male, President of local Union. I was
acquainted with this participant. Not a church attender.
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Interviewee 19: (I19) Caucasian mid-aged male, director at local social science research
center for corporations. I was not previously acquainted with this participant. Not a
church attender.
Interviewee 20: (I20) African American young male, head pastor of local church. I was
not previously acquainted with this participant.
Interviewee 21: (I21) Caucasian young male, head pastor of large suburban church. I was
not previously acquainted with this participant.
Interviewee 22: (I22) Caucasian mid-aged male, Dayton County Commissioner,
Democrat. I was previously acquainted with this participant. Frequent church attender.
Interviewee 23: (I23) Caucasian senior adult male. Former chair of the Dayton Human
Services Levee committee. Attends church on holidays. I was not previously acquainted
with this participant.
Interview 24: (I24) African American senior adult male. Senior Pastor of mega church.
Running for election to City Commissioner of Dayton. I was acquainted with this
participant.
Focus Group Participant Descriptions
Participant 1: (P1) African American young male, low income, non-Christian.
Participant 2: (P2) Caucasian middle-aged male, high income, attends church four times a
year.
Participant 3: (P3) Caucasian middle-aged male, low income, non-Christian.
Participant 4: (P4) African American middle-aged female, low income. She is a Christian
who attends church weekly.
Participant 5: (P5) African American middle-aged female, low income. She is a Christian
who attends church weekly.
Participant 6: (P6) African American middle-aged female, low/middle income. She is a
Christian who attends church weekly.
Participant 7: (P7) African American elderly female, low/middle income. She is a
Christian who attends church twice a week.
Participant 8: (P8) African American elderly female, middle income. She is a Christian
who attends church three times a week.
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Participant 9: (P9) Caucasian elderly female, middle income. She is a Christian who
attends church five times a week.
Participant 10: (P10) Caucasian elderly female, middle/low income. She is a Christian
who attends church once a month.
Participant 11: (P11) Caucasian elderly male, middle/low income. He attends Christian
church once a month.
Participant 12, 13 and 14 were part of the pastor focus group who were also interviewees
7, 8 and 9.
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